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wost cheerfully. . When Congress lost sight of 
this purpose, and permitted the two members upon 
this floor, and the two Senators from California, 
wo receive their mileage under the law of 1818, and 
uffered this special law, creating a distinction 
gginst the Delegate from Oregon, to remain on 
‘Te statute book, because you need reform, I say 
¢ an act of erying injustice. 
The Delezate from Oregon should not be ex- 
ed from the general law. If his pay were to 
.nount to $100,000 under the principle of that law, 
wal it is the law, enacted for the purpose of regu- 
‘wing the pay of all the representatives, and should 
geyeral in its application. It should be adhered 
‘in all cases or notatall. There is no justice in 
criminating against the Delegate from Oregon. 
if the mileage is too high wander the general law, 
‘otroduce a bill which shall in its application be 
equal, uniform, and just to all the members and 
} : " — » 
lelegates, and I will ‘vote for it. But I cannot 
onsent to pay the gentleman from Oregon by a 
le different from the one regulating the pay of 
ithe members and delegates of this House. I 
know that members living near the Capitol com- 
lain, and justly, too, of their pay. It is unjust. 
Take my own case, and that of my friend from 
Maryland, [Mr. Evaws.] When the short session 
omes, I shall receive for the session $2,000, while 
my friend doés not receive $800. [s it proper, 
iust, and right? How, then, are you to remedy 
this matter? Let us.pass this bill and place the 
gentleman from Oregon upon the same footing 
vith all others; give instructions to the Committee 
on Mileage to bring in a bill, that will remedy the 
evil, by fixing a just annual compensation, and 
yote for it, relying upon the good sense and intel- 
ligence of- the country to sustain it. Let us cease 
his eternal ery about our own pay, mileage re- 
form, economy, «nd retrenchment, and go to work 
properly to remedy the matter. Some years ago 
in Congress there was a regular bill introduced, 
founded upon the estimates of the proper depart- 
ment, estimating the amount necessary for the an- 
nual expenditure of that branch of the Govern- 
ment, and every solitary member who made a 
speech cried out to the top of his voice economy, 
reform, and retrenchment, yet each member had 
an amendment to offer. I sat down and had 
the curiosity to keep an account of every one of 
these reform gentlemen. They proposed to give 
$3,500,000 beyond the estimates of the proper de- 
partment in the name of reform. I know this is 
. difficult and perplexing question, and with due 
deference to the distinguished gentleman from 
Georgia, (Mr. Toomss,}] who never fails to leave 
the impress of his powerful mind upon any ques- 
tion that he discusses, you cannot go properly to 
work now upon the question of economy and re- 
trenchment, without you have proper aid in the 
departments. How is itto be expected, that mem- 
bers who come here, can in a session or two un- 
derstand all the ramifications of your different de- 


i 
' 


€ 


partments and custom-houses in New York, and | 


mee : Za 
elsewhere. Consequently without proper inform- 
ition, the House would be voting blindly. 


When William Henry Harrison came into | 
power, the Whigs came here agreed upon the | 
principles of reform, retrenchment, and economy. | 


Many Democrats-aided in the good work—being 
out of power they were perhaps willing to go for 
‘hese measures, and for that reason they joined 
in with the Whig party; and, after a laborious 
session of three or four months here, the whole 
reform amounted to cutting down the regular 


printer and a few pages of the House. Sir, all the | 


officers in the Government—the doorkeepers of 
the House not excepted—are better paid than you 
are. Suppose I am wrong, and that the pay of 
the Delegate from Oregon is just and proper, will 
this House conterid for an isolated question at the 
expense of the feelings of the gentleman who 


represents that Territory? I say, if I was the | 
representative of Oregon, or any other place, I | 


would wish to bé upon an equal footing with my 


. | 
‘Ssociates upon this floor; and unless I were, I 


should resign and go home. 
r. BI L. Under the impression that 
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this question has been sufficiently discussed, I call | 


for the previous question. 


“The previous question was seconded, and the | 


main question ordered to be put; which main ques- 
tion was the motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the House refused to order the bill to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

Mr. GOODENOW demanded the yeas and 
nays. E 

Mr. MEACHAM moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider upon the table. 


Mr. STANTON, of Ohio, demanded the yeas | 


and nays upon that motion; which were ordered. 
mh ° 
The question was then taken, and resulted- 
yeas 84, nays 97, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Charlies Allen, 
William Appleton, Averett, Babcock, Barrere, Bartlett, 
Bennett, Bibighaus, Bowie, John H. Boyd, Brooks, Georg: 
H. Brown, Burrows, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chap 
man, Chastain, Churchwell, Cleveland, Clingman, Curtis, 
George T. Davis, Dockery, Duncan, Evana, Ewing, Fow 
ler, Giddings, Goodenow, Grow, Hammond, Harper, Haws, 


Haseall, Haven, Hebard, Houston, John W. Howe, Hun- | 


ter, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, George 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, George G. King, Preston 
King, Kuhns, McMullen, Meacham, Miller, Millson, Mi 
ner, Morehead, Newton, Outlaw, Penniman, Perkins, Ro 


bie, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schooicratt, Schoonmaker, | 


Skeiton, Smart, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Alexander H. 
Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Strother, Sutherland, Tay 
lor, Benjamin Thompson, Thurston, Toombs, Walbridge, 
Wailace, Walsh, Washburn, Watkins, Welch, Alexander 
White, and Wildrick—&4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, John Appleton, 
David J. Bailey, Beale, Bell, Bissell, Bragg, Breckenridge, 
Brenton, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Buell, Busby, Joseph 
Cable, Thompson Campbell, Caskie, Chandier, Clark, 


Cobb, Colcock, Conger, Daniel, John G. Davis, Dawson, | 


Dean, Doty, Dunham, Eggerton, Edmundson, Ficklin, 
Fitch, Florence, Freeman, Heury M. Fuller, Thomas J. 
D. Fuller, Gaylord, Gentry, Gilmore, Gorman, Grey, Hall, 
Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Hart, Hendricks, Henn, Hol 
laday, Howard, ‘Thomas Y. How, ligersoll, tves, Jackson, 
John Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Landry, Letcher, 
Lockhart, Mace, Edward C. Marshall, Humphrey Mar 
shall, Mason, McCorkle, McDonald, McQueen, Molony, 
Henry D. Moore, Morrison, Nabers, Olds, Orr, Andrew 
Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Price, 


Rantoul, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Robinson, Savage, | 


Scurry, Origen 8S. Seymour, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stevens, St. Martin, Stuart, 


Townshend, Venable, Ward, Addison White, Wiicex, | 


Williams, Woodward, and Yates—?7 


So the House refused to lay the motion upon 
the table. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
the motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
House refused to order the bill to a third reading. 

The question was then taken, and there were 
ayes 95, noes 86. 

So the vote was reconsidered. 

The question then recurred upon ordering the 
bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Is the previous question 
still in force? 

The SPEAKER. It still operates. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The previous ques- 
tion was upon the reconsideration, and not upon 
the engrossment. It exhausted itself upon the 
engrossment. 

The SPEAKER. In the recollection of the 
Chair, the vote by which the bill was put upon its 
engrossment, was under the operation of the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. JONES. It exhausted itself when the 
House refused to engross it. 

The SPEAKER. Upon a reconsideration, in 
the opinion of the Chair, it places the House pre- 
cisely where it was. 

Mr. JONES. How does it come, that this de- 
bate was had upon the motion to reconsider, if the 


previous question was still hanging over the bill? | 


well aware 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is very 


that this question has been decided variously. The | 


Chair has stated his opinion. Does the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Jones} take an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair? 
Mr. JONES. No, sir. I will not appeal. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I will take an appeal, and 
barely remind the Chair, that when the Texas 


boundary bill was under consideration, the pre- | 
ae was applied to it, and the bill was | 


reject It was reconsidered and amended on 
your motion. 


Allison, |), , oa : 
ble, but the Chair wil 
t 


| cannot find a single case as he states it 
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The Chair is aware that 
The Chair is also aware, that 
i) a Majority of eases which he has looked at, the 
decision has been in ac@rdance with the present 
decision of the Chair. 1t is a matter about which 
the Chair certainly has no pride of opinion. It is 
competent for the House to reconsider the order- 
ing of the main question, which has been done 
over and over again in this body since | have bee 
here, : 

Mr. CLINGMAN, 
matter is open to debate, and | wish to say on 
word—— } 

Mr. OLDS. 
question is not debatable 

The SPEAKER. The question 


be h ippy tor 


The SPEAKER. 
t 


th is the fact. 


1 } leave to say thi 


> 


I rise to a question of order I'he 


snot debata 
| eceive sugges 
ions from the gentleman from North Carolina 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I would like to know upo 


’ — . ’ j sal! ee! 
what prin iple it is not debatable. If it is settled 


that we are under the operation of the previous 
question, it is not debatable; but that is the very 
point we are about to determine, and I hope the 
Chair will allow a word or two of remark upon it 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be happy to 
hear any suggestion from the gentleman, but de- 
bate is not in order. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Ido not desire 
a lengthy debate. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Tris | ler 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. CiineMan] appeals from the decis 
ion of the Chair, that the brill is now under the 
operation of the previous question. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Is that appeal debatable? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I shall ask the yeas and 
nays. I say that a different decision has been 
made heretofore. 

Mr. ROBINSON. lL call the gentleman to order 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair states, for the cor- 
rection of the gentleman, that he knows the fact, 
that the decision has been as the Chair has stated 

Mr.CLINGMAN. I have no doubt that such 
decisions have been madé; but | also know that 
different decisions have been made 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. | think the 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Curcman} 
W hen- 
ever na bill is put upon its passage under the oper- 
ation of the previous question, and the motion to 
reconsider is carried, we are put back exactly in 
the condition we were in before the bill was passed. 
If a gentleman wishes to amend it afterwards, he 
must move to reconsider the vote by which the 
previous question was seconded. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. That was not donein the 
case I referred to. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. The 
Chair decides that the previous question is now 
operating upon the question before the House, 
which is upon the engrossment and third reading 
of the bill. From this decision the 
from North Carolina [Mr. Cuweman) 
appeal. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 1 withdraw my appeal. 

The SPEAKER. The question then recurs, 
whether the bill shall be engrossed and read athird 
time / 

Mr. KING, of New York. Upon that ques 
tion I demand the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered 

The question was then taken, and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeos 100, nays 88, as follows: 

YEAS—Meaers. Aiken, Willis Allen, Ashe, David J. 
Builey, Beale, Bell, Bissell, Bragg, Breckenridge, Brenton, 
Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Buell, Busby, Joseph Cable, 
Thompson Campbell, Caskie, Chandler, Clark, Cobb, Col 
cock, Conger, Daniel, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, 
Doty, Dunham, Eastman, Edgerton, Edmundson, Fiecklin 
Fiteh, Florence, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Gamble, Gaylord, Gentry, Gilmore, Gorman, Grey, Hail, 
Hamilton, isham G. Harris, Wart, Hendricks, Henn, Holla 
day, Howard, Thomas Y. How, Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson, 
Jobn Johnson, Robert W. Johason,Landry, Letcher, Lock 
hart, Mace, Edward C. Marshall, Humphrey Marshal}, 
Mason, McCorkle, McDonald, McLanahan, McQueen. 
Molony, Henry 1D. Moore, Nabers, Olds, Orr, Andrew 
Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Phelps, Polk, Powell, Price 
Rantoul, Richardson, Riddic, Robbins, Robinson, Savage, 


to go into 


to a question ol ord 


rentieman 


takes an 


' Scurry, David L. Seymour, Origen 8S. Seymour, Frederick 
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P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stevens, 
Stone, St. Martin, Stuart, George W. Thompson, ‘Towns 
hend. Ward, Addison White, Williams, Woodward, and 
VY ates—100. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Charles Allen, Allison, 
William Appicton, Averett, Babcock, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Rarrere, Bartlett, Bennett, Bibighaus, Bocock, Bowie, 
Jolin H. Boyd, brooks, Burrows, Caldwell, Lewis D. Camp- 
beil, Cartter, Chapman, Chastain, Churchwell, Cleveland, 
Clingman, Curtis, George ‘IT’. 
Evans, Ewing, Faulkner, Fowler, Giddings, Goodenow, 
Grow, Hammond, Harper, Sampson W. Harris, Haws, 
Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Hibbard, Houston, John W. lowe, 


Hunter, Jenkins, Andrew J@@nson, James Johnson, George | 


W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, George G. King, Preston King, 
Kulns, MeMullin, Meacham, Miller, Millson, Miner, 
Morehead, Newton, Outlaw, Pennimian, Perkins, Robie, 
Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, Skel- 


ton, Smart, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Alexander EH. Ste- | 
Benja- | 


phens, Thaddeus Stevens, Sutherland, Taylor, 
min, Thompson, Thurston, Toombs, Walbridge, Wallace, 
Walsh, Washburn, Watkins, Welch, Alexander White, 
and Wildrick—s8. 


So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 


third reading, and being engrossed, was read a | 


third time. 
Mr. HENDRICKS 
vote just taken, and also to lay the motion to re- 
consider upon the table. 
The SPEAKER. 


be again reconsidered. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


Speaker of the last House made that decision 
upon the Texas boundary bill, and the House 
overruled it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recollects that 
very well. ‘The Chair is, however, of the opinion 
that a bill cannot be reconsidered a second ume. 

The question now being upon the passage of 
the bill, 


Mr. HENDRICKS demanded the previous | 


question. 
The previous question -received a second, and 
the main question was ordered to be now put; and 


the question being taken, it was decided in the | 


affirmative. 
So the bill was passed. 


Mr. HENDRICKS moved to reconsider the |! 


vote upon the passage of the bill, and to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table; which latter 
motion was agreed to. 


GRANT OF LANDS TO MISSOURI. 


The SPEAKER stated, as the next business in 
order, the bill reported from the Committee on | 


Public Lands, to grant the right of way and a por- 
tion of the public domain to the State of Missouri, 
to aid in the construction of certain railroads there- 
in, and that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Purves] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 


permission of the House to do anything that is 


not strictly in order; but in view of the fact that | 


this debate may occupy many days, I ask the 


House to allow me to report the Deficiency bill, 


which I have had in my possession for some days, 
and have been waiting for an opportunity to report. 
Mr. KING, of New York. 


several days; but I have been waiting for some 
days to report a bill of considerable importance, 


and have been unable to do so, and I therefore ob- | 
I think the 


ject to the introduction of this bill. 
committees ought to be called for reports, and I 


will therefore move to postpone the consideration 


of the bill now before us until to-morrow morn- 


ing, at.such time as the call of the committees shall 


have been gone through with. 

The SPEAKER. 
tain the floor to make that motion without general 
consent, 

[Cries of * Weed 

Mr. KING. Then I must insist on my objec- 
tion. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam a little astonished that 
the gentleman from New York should make ob- 
jection, when it can only answer the purpose of 
putting my bill back, and cannot advance his. 


I desire, however, to propound this question to 
the Chair: Whether the gentleman from Missouri, | 


having yielded me the floor, it is competent to the 
gentleman from New York to deprive me of my 
right to introduce the bill, 

Mr. KING. I havea right to object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- | 
bama must remember that his proposition cannot | 
be entertained except by unanimous consent. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


THE 


Davis, Dockery, Duncan, | 


moved to reconsider the | 


The bill having been once 
reconsidered, cannot, in the opinion of the Chair, | 


That very decis- | 
ion was overruled during the last Congress. The | 


I dislike very much to ask || ““ajso, the petition of John Raber, and 201 others, on the | 


It is very true, as | 
. ' } 
the gentleman says, that this debate will occupy 


The gentleman cannot ob- | 


es PHELPS hemadaeil and concluded his re- 


|| By Mr. CONGER: The petition of Wm. H. p 


marks commenced on the 12th of February, in | 


oppos tion to the pending motion to refer the bill 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


| ure. He insisted that Missouri has a just claim 
to lands to aid her in the construction of the rail- 
roads which are designated, and that she is enti- 

|| tled to grants similar to those which have been 

|| made to other States of the Union for internal im- 

provement purposes. 

|| [For the speech of Mr. P., see Appendix.} 

|| Mr. WATKINS next obtained the floor, and 

\| said that the remarks which he intended to make, 


the bill now under consideration, had reference 
| more particularly to the bill providing for a grant 
of land to the State of Tennessee, to aid said State 


Y . . . . | 
| Union, and argued earnestly in favor of the meas- | 


— 


although they would have a general bearing upon | 


in the construction of certain railroads therein, and | 


to the homestead policy. He maintained that ac- 


cording to official data the public lands cannot | 


much longer be locked to as a source of revenue; 
he argued in favor of such a distribution of them 
among the States as would facilitate and aid the 
purposes of education and internal improvements, 


is constitutional to appropriate a portion of the 


whole of them, considering a large class of cases 
would be covered. 


which are of the highest national importance, and | 
riving homesteads to citizens of the country. Ifit 


One of the reasons which led | 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


' Thomas Middleton, and B. F. Johnson, assist 


| Kearny, asking for an appropriation for the 





Feb. 19, 





2 : la 
ident of the Alton and Sangamon Railroad Com om Pee 


ing for a grant of Jand for the purpose of aiding 
struction of said road. 

By Mr. LETCHER: The petition of J. w 
179 other citizens of Hardy, Rockingham, and ; 
counties, in Virginia, asking the esta} 
route from Luney’s Creek, in the count 
Market, in the county of Shenandoah, 

By Mr. BARRERE: The petition of John G. 


Pany, ask. 
In the con. 
Pope ana 
Shenzndogy 
4ishment of 2 ma 

y of Hardy, to y, na 


Marsh 1, 
Ant marsha 


in Brown county, Ohio, praying for additional compe . 
Mpensa 


tion for taking the Seventh Census. 
By Mr. SCHOOLCRAFT: The remonstrance of yx 
citizens of Albany, New York, against the further ox. 
sion of the patent for Woodworth’s planing machine ™ 
By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of J. W. Wty 
and many other citizens of the city of Erie, Pennsy|ys, = 
asking for the establishment of a naval depot in cor 
with a dry dock, at some point on the lake frontier 
Also, the memorial of J. Houghton and other judical of 
cers of New Mexico under the government of ; 


1ECTiOn 


Genera 
mayment of 

their salaries. Payment of 
By Mr. BIBIGHAUS: The petition of Strange N, p,) 
mer and others, of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, k 
ing for a medification of the tariff of 1846 on iron, ke 
By Mr. YATES: The petition of David J. Perry and 199 


pra 


| others, for a grant of the right of way and a portion of the 


public lands, it cannot be less so to appropriate the {| 


him to this course is, that unless some such sys- || 


'' tem be adopted the most fertile lands—the indica- |! 


|| tions are unmistakable—will, in a very few years, 
| be frittered away by partial, sectional, and local 
legislation. 
| For the speech of Mr. Watkins, see Appendix.] 
Mr. MILLER next obtained the floor, but 
yielded to 
|” Mr. YATES, on whose motion, 
| The House adjourned till to-morrow. 


i} ° 





PETITIONS, &e. 


i By Mr. HOW, of New York: 


praying for a modification of the tariff on cigars of a less 
|, value than ten dollars per thousand. 

j Also, sundry petitions of citizens of the State of New 
York, praying for an appropriation to improve the harbor at 
| Little Sodus Bay. 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Ohio: The petition of Daniel 
French and 61 other citizens of Holmes county, praying 
for a tri-weekly mail from Canton, in Stark county, to Mil- 
lersburg, in Holmes county, in the State of Ohio. 

Also, the petition of Thomas Armor and 62 others, on the 
Same supject. 
| Also, the petition of Daniel Baughman and 59 others 
on the same subject. 


same subject. 
Also, a memorial of citizens of Coshocton county, Ohio 


The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented | 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : | 
The petition of journey- | 
men cigar makers, of Auburn, Cayuga county, New York, | 


|| asking that mail contractors, postmasters, and other officers | 


of the Government, may be released from performing labor 
on the Christian Sabbath. 

By Mr. MACE: The petition of Moses Colton, of Pitts- 
burg, Indiana, asking for indemnity for loss on conti- 
nental money. 

Also, the memorial of Williamson D. Crothers, of Clinton 
|, county, Indiana, asking fer additional eompensation as 
assisiant marshal of said county in taking the census. 

Also, the memorial of Thomas J. Irwin and H. Dankle, 
of Carroll county, Indiana, asking for additional compensa- 
tion as assistant marshals of said eounty, in taking the 
census. 

By Mr. WATKINS: The memorial of the assistant mar- 
shalsof the eastern district of Tennessee, for inerease of 
compensation. 


others, citizens of Pennsylvania, and also of the surviving 

officers, soldiers, scamen, and marmes, and widows and 

children of those deceased who have served in the war of 

1812, praying Congress to modify the bounty land act of 
| September 28, 185", so as to give each person intended to 
|, be benefited by said act, not less than one hundred and 
sixty acres of land. 

By Mr. HIBBARD: The memorial of the Rock County 
|, Agricultural Socicty and Mechanics Institute, in the State 

of Wisconsin, in favor of the establishinent of a national 

Bureau of Agriculture. 

By Mr. CHURCHWELL: The memorial of the assist- 
|; antmarshals of the eastern district of Tennessee, praying for 
additional compensation for taking the census. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois: The petition of Chas. 
S. Hampstead and 500 others, eitizens of Gafena, Ifinois, 
praying that Congress may establish Galena as a port of 
entry. 

Also, the petition of the Mayor and City Counei? of the 
said city of Galena, for the same purpose. 

_ CARTTER: The petition of Charles Alcott, for 
relief. 

By Mr. KUHNS: The petition of Henry Wentling, pray- 
ing compensation for supplies furnished United States 
| troops in the late war with Great Britain. 


ty Mr. FLORENCE: The memorial of Sammel C. Ken- | 
nedy, Robert Hays, Rebecca Wilfong, Sarah Yarmer,and | 


| 
} 
| 
| 


| 


} 


public lands to aid in the construction of a railroad trom the 
city of Springfield, in Illinois, to the city of Bloomi: 
in McLean county, in extensfon of the Alton and 
mon railroad. 

Also, the petition of Z. Lawrence and 22 
same object. 


igton, 


Sanga 
others, for the 


IN SENATE. 
Tuvurspay, February 19, 1852. 

Prayer by Rev. Lirrteron F. Moreay, 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will bring to 
the notice of the Senate that the three members of 
the Committee on Engrossed Bills are tempora 
ly absent, and in consequence there are bills 
which cannot be examined unless an additional 
member shall be appointed. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move that the Chair have 
power to appoint an additional member of that 
committee. 

The PRESIDENT. If such be the pleasure of 
the Senate, the Chair will make the appointment. 

Ms. Wape, of Ohio, was appointed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of the In- 


r 
lle 


| terior, transmitting a ine of the Commissioner 


of the General Land Office, and the opinion of 
the Attorney Generat in relation to the conflicting 
claims of Randolph Coyle, John Delafield, and 
the city of Cincinnati, to the unsold parts of frac- 
tional section No. 11, in fractional township No. 
4, of fractional range No. 1, in J. C. Symmes’s 
purchase, in the State of Ohio; which was read and 


| referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


PETITIONS. 
Mr. MANGUM presented the memorials of 


Thomas K. Hall, of Brunswick county; E. H 


McClure, of Buncombe county; J. C. Smith, of 


| Alexander county; John Clayton, of Henderson 
/ county; James J. H. Russ, of Randolph county, 


and Samuel M. Hughes, of Stokes county, assist- 
ant marshals for taking the Seventh Census in 


_ North Carolina, praying additional compensation; 


| 


which were referred to the Committee of Claims. 
Mr. BELL. I present the memorials of twenty- 


four assistant marshals for taking the Seventh 


Census in the eastern district of Tennessee. They 
represent, in positive and strong terms, that the 
character and the formation of that country, being 
generally mountainous, and the population, ex- 
cept in the valleys, being very sparse, they have 
received nothing like an adequate compensation. 


' | move that, without reading, they be referred to the 





Committee of Claims. They were so referred. _ 
Mr. BADGER. I have, sir, the memorials o! 
R. C. Miller, assistant marshal of Caldwell coun- 
ty, and J. M. Taylor, assistant marshal of Nash 
county, North Carolina, both complaining © 
losses and grievances arising from this same root 
of bitterness, and I move their reference to the 
Committee of Claims. They were so referred. 
Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, I have certain 
resolutions, or rather two or three series of res0- 
lutions, adopted at the last session of the Legisla- 
ture of North Carolina, which, for reasons not 
necessary to be now mentioned, were transmitted 
to me so late that the opportunity was not afford 
me to offer them to the Senate at the last legisla- 
tive session; and in consequence of their having 
been left at home when I came here this winter, 
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and some delay in their transmission, I have not 
had the opportunity heretofore to present them to 
the Senate. As I do not wish to be any longer 
considered negligent of that duty, I present the 
resolutions of the Legislature of Nerth Carolina, 
in relation to the encouragement of home industry, 
and requesting their members of both branches of 


Congress to vote against any increase of tariff 
duty. ¢ ‘ 

| present, also, a resolution of the Legislature of 
North Carolina, in favor of the reopening of the 
inlet at or near Nag’s Head, between the ocean 
and Albemarle Sound. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of North 
Carolina, in favor of opening a comfnunication be- 
tween Beaufort Harbor and the waters of Pamlico 
Sound; also, in favor of a hydrographical survey 
of the waters between Pamlico Sound and Beau- 
fort Harbor, known as Core Sound. As my col- 
learue suggests, I ask that they be printed for the 
use of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, presented a memo- 
rial of assistant marshals for taking the Seventh 
Census in the eastern district of Tennessee, pray- 
ing additional compensation; which was referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented three memorials of 
assistant marshals for taking the Seventh Census 


in Indiana, praying additional compensation; 


which were referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. MASON, I present a petition which has 
been addressed to me, postmarked from New 
York, of Margaret Shields and Mary McDermit, 
in behalf of themselves and many others. 


They represent that the Secretary of State is 
about to interpose for the relief of certain Irish | 
prisoners in Van Dieman’s Land, and asking that 


their husbands, who they say are in like exile, 
may be included in such interposition. I do not 


quite agree with all the positions of the memorial- | 


ists, but as the memorial is a respectful one, I 
have felt it to be my duty to submit it to the Sen- 
ate; and I ask that, without being read, it may be 
laid upon the table. I have no idea, however, that 


the Secretary of State will ever make such inter- | 


position. 
The memorial was laid upon the table. 


Mr. HUNTER presented a petition of sundry | 
merchants of New York, praying the correction | 
of errors in the practice of the warehouse laws; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- | 


merce, 


Mr. WADE presented a memorial of A. Ray- | 


mond, an assistant marshal for taking the Seventh 
Census in Ohio, praying additional compensation; 
which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the memorial 
of William Hollinshead, praying compensation for 


reporting and preparing for publication the decis- | 


ions of the Supreme Court of the Territory of 
Minnesota; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DOWNS presented a petition of the curate, 
president, and members of th 


e board of trustees || 


of the Cathedral of St. Louis, in the city of New | 


Orleans, praying that certain marble altars and 


other articles ordered in Europe for the use of that | 


Cathedral may be entered free of duty; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. CHASE presented a memorial of the trus- | 


tees of the Miami University, praying a donation 

of land for the benefit of that institution; which 

was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Also, three memorials of assistant marshals for 


taking the Seventh Census in Ohio, praying addi- | 


tional compensation; which were referred to the 
ommittee of Claims. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. UPHAM, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Samuel White, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of Michael Nash, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of Claims. 

On motion by Mr. BRIGHT, it was 

Ordered, That the documents on the files of the Senate 
relating to the claim of Franklin Hardin be referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Lowa, it was 


Ordered, That William E. McMaster have leave to with- 
draw bis memorial. 


' 
} 
j 
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with certain papers to be transmitted immediately, || 
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On motion by Mr. DODGE, of lowa, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of James Higginbotham, on 


| the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
| Public Lands. 


| the second reading 








On motion by Mr. DODGE, of lowa, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of John A. Batin, on the files 


of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


* 
REPORTS OF STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the petition of Frances 
E. Baden, reported a bill for her relief; which was 
read and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which the subject was referred, reported 
a bill to prevent unnecessary delays in the dis- 
charge of the cargoes of steamers; which was read 
and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Commirtee of Claims, 
to which was referred the petition of Richard 
Mackall, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill for his relief; which was read and passed to 


He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of R. D. Sewall, as ex- 
ecutor of R. Sewall, deceased, submitted a report, 
accompanied by a bill for the relief the heirs and 
representatives of the late Robert Sewall; which 
was read and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. STOCKTON, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, to which was referred the memorial of 
Ursula E. Cobb, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill for her relief; which was read and passed 
to the second reading. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to which was referred the message of 
the President of the United States of the L&8th 
instant, reported a joint resolution extending the 
time of the commission under the convention with 
Brazil; which was read and passed to the second 
reading. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FELCH, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to ens a bill grant- 
ing the right of way and making a grant of land 
to the State of Michigan, in trust for the Ziluakie, 
Grand Traverse and Mackinaw Plank Road Com- 
pany, in aid of the construction of a plank road 
from Ziluakie, on the Saginaw river, to Grand 
Traverse Bay, thence to the Straits of Mackinaw; 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BRIGHT, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 


amend an act entitled ** An act to create additional 


collection districts in the Territory of Oregon, and 


| for other purposes;’’ which was read a first and 
| second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on Territories. 


CONTRACTS FOR DRY DOCKS, ETC. 
Mr. BRODHEAD submitted the following res- 
olution for consideration: 
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| In this case we need not exercise any revision 


from Ohio, 


over the proceedings of the House. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I hope not. I hope this bill 
will not be referred, but that it will be taken up 
and acted upon immediately. There is no neces- 
sity for a reference. 

Mr. GWIN. 1 withdraw my motion, 

Mr. CHASE. Mr. President, | hope that bill 
will be referred. It introduces an important prin- 
ciple, and I have no deubt it will be discussed 
when it comes up. I renew the motion that it be 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I take issue with the Senator 
It does not introduce a new princi- 
ple. 

Mr. BADGER. Notat all. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The object of this bill is to 
place the Delegate from the Oregon Territory ex- 
acuy in the same position with every Senator and 
Representative and Delegate from the Btates and 
Territories of this Union. By a special enactment 
in the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, at 
the close of the Congress beiore last, the Dele- 
gate from the ‘Territory of Oregon was allowed 
but $2,500 mileage; while if his travel had been 
computed upon the principle by which the miieage 
of Senators and Representatives and other Dele- 
rates was calculated, it would have been $3,452. 


The limitation contained in the bill to which I 


| have referred has expired, and this bill is designed 
} , > 


to place the Delegate in the same position with all 
other Senators, Representatives, and Delegates. 
Mr. BADGER. Certainly, to put him on a 
footing with all others, 
Mr. BRIGHT. 1 hope this bill will not be re- 
ferred, but that it will be acted upon immediately. 
Mr. CHASE. I ami still of the opinion that 


| this bill ought to be referred, and that it ought to 


| be considered before itis acted upon. It 


is not 


| exactly in order to discuss the merits of the prop- 


| osition 


now but inasmuch as the Senator from 
Indiana has stated that the object of this bill is 
simply to place the Delegate from Oregon in the 
very same position which is occupied by Senators 
and Representatives from the west of the Rocky 
Mountains, | think it is due to myself, and due to 
the Senate, to say that I believe the Senator from 
Indiana is mistaken. 

If I recollect right, at the conclusion of the ses- 
sion of 1850, a proviso was added to the appro- 
priation bill, or rather to a bill for supplying de- 
ficiencies in appropriations, which restricted the 


| mileage of the Senators and Representatives from 
| California and the Delegate from Oregon to the 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 


communicate to the Senate copies of the contracts under 
which the dry docks, basins, and railways have been built 
or are building at Kittery, Philadelphia, and Pensacola. 


Also, a copy of the contract for the construction of the dry | 


dock, without the basin and railway, at San Francisco, and 
a copy of the advertisement inviting proposals for said work. 
Also, copies of all bids or proposals to construct said dry 
docks, basins, and railways. Aliso, to inform the Senate 
whether a board of officers has been appointed to select a 
site for a navy-yard or depot, or to locate the said dock, in 
California; and if said board has made a report, to communi 

cate a copy thereof. 


MILEAGE OF THE DELEGATE FROM OREGON, 


The PRESIDENT. The Chair will put on its 
passage a bill from the House of Representatives, 
entitled **An act to regulate the mileage of the 
Delegate from the Territory of Oregon.”’ 

The bill was read a first time by its title and 
ordered to a second reading. It was also read a 
second time with a view to reference. 

Mr. GWIN. I move to refer the bill te the 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. BADGER. This is a bill which concerns 
the mileage of one of the members of the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. GWIN. 
ritory of Oregon. 

Mr. BADGER. Yes, sir; and the object is to 
take his case out of the operation of the proviso 
tacked to a former appropriation bill and let it 
stand on the general law. Now I wish to suggest 


It is the Delegate from the Ter- 


whether it is worth while to have this bil] referred. i ritory of Oregon limited the mileage o 


land route. That proviso was construed as a 
temporary provision in the House, and the Rep- 
resentatives from California in the House were 
considered by the Committee on Mileage, and 
without the action of the House, as I believe, en- 
titled to receive full mileage for the route by the 
Isthmus, without the limits of the United States. 
The honorable Senator from California presented 
that subject to the consideration of the Senate at 
the last session, and it was then referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, which committee re- 


| ported that the provision in that bill was a perma- 


nent and nota temporary provision. He there- 
fore received his mileage by the overland route, 
while his colleagues in the House of Representa- 


| tives received their mileage by the Isthmus route. 


This bill now proposes to repeal the clause of the 
act organizing the Territory of Oregon, which re- 


| stricts the Delegate from that Territory to $2,500 


mileage; and it will make two rules of compensa- 


tion in mileage to the Senators and Representa- 


tives from the territory west of the Rocky Moun- 
tains—one rule for the Representatives and the 
Delegate in the other House, and another rule for 


| the Senator in this body. 


I merely say this in order to show that this is a 
question which it seems to me to deserve some 
consideration; and while I am for a liberal provis- 
ion, { am for something like equality in this mat- 
ter of mileage. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 
read. 

The Secretary read the bill accordingly. It pro- 
vides that so much of the act entitled ** An act to 
establish the territorial government of Oregon,”’ 
approved August 18th, 1848, as limits the mileage 


I should like to hear the bill 


| compensation of the Delegate from the said Ter- 


ritory, be repealed. a 
Mr. BRIGHT. The law organizing the Ter- 


the Dele- 
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: from that Territory to $2,500. If there he ud 
e n no clause in that bill restricting his mileage, 
he would clearly have been entitled to be paid ac- 
cording to the computation of the distance as the 
Senators and Representatives of the States and 
‘Territories generally. I regarded that limitation, 
as I think every Senator here must regard it, as 
At the last Congress an amendment was 
appended to the civil and “diplomatic bill, giving to 
the then Delegate from the Territory of Orezon 
$3,452, w hich, as I stated before, was the amount 
of mileage he would be entitled to if computed ac- 
cording to the distance traveled. The object of this 
bill is to give the present Delegate from that Ter- 
ritory the same rate of mileage—nothing more. 
Hence I say that I think there is no necessity 
whatever for referring it. If Senators are willing 
to award justice to the Delegate from Oregon; if 
they are willing to measure out to him the same 
rate of compensation that they measure out to thenf- 
selves, théy can'do itimmediately. If they desire to 
single ‘him out, and say that his travel is worth less 
than that of Senators and Representatives of Cal- 
ifornia and other States and Territories, they have 
a right to do so; but I must say that, in my opin- 
ion, it would be very unjust: and oppresstve tow ards 
him. For that reason [ oppose the reference of 
the bill. 

Mr. BADGER. When I threw out the sug- 
gestion that I thought there was no necessity fora 
reference of this bill, I did not do it because I 
meant to intimate any opinion whether the House 
of Representatives ought or ought not to pass a 
bill for the purpose of repealing that restriction. 
lt was sufficient for me that it concerned a Dele- 
gate in that body, and that the object of the bill 
was to put that Delegate on a footing with other 
Delegates and members of that House. I there- 
fore thought it would not be exactly gracious 
to discover “any disposition to ise what the 
Househasdone. Iam satisfied that were thecase 
reversed, we would not think that the House was 
treating us properly if it were to hesitate in adopt- 
ing a bill we had passed for a like purpose. But 
the Senator from Ohio has called attention to 
another matter. If I understood his views on 
that subject—if his object is to amend this bill so 
as to produce an equi ality between the Senators 
and Representatives, | think it would be well, 
whether this bill is referred or not, to allow it to 
lie on the table until an amendment can be pre- 
pared. THe has stated the action there was on the 
bill, and the terms of the claus: 

well to Senators as to members of 
the Honse of Lepresentatives from the State of 
California in respect tomileage. Inthe House that 
was interpreted as being a temporary provision. 
The regulation in the Senate was int erpreted as 
bemg permanent; which has 
been, that the california receives 
compensation for mileage than the members of the 
House from California. Now that cannot 
righ t; and if the Senator from Ohio proposes to 
ove an amendment which shall dec lare the law, 
€ thd the one way or the other, so as to give it the 
sanction of C ongress, and to ePl ily it to the mem- 
bers of both Houses, then either a reference ora 
postponement of the bill, in order to allow him 
propose his amendment, would be proper; bu 
otherwise it seems to me we ought to pass the bill 
at once. 

Mr. CHASE. I did not propose to introduce 
any amendment to the bill: but I did think that 
either the Committee on Territories or the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, having this bill under con- 
sideration, might introduce some provisions whic a 
would = lize the mileage, either in the way sug 
gested by the Senator from North ¢ 


unjust. 


re 


appropriation 
which applied i is 


1 f 
tne con sequence ot 


Senator from ( less 


be 


to 


‘arolina, 


or in 
some oakiin rmode. Formyself, lam very willing 
to say that | have always “considered that restric- 


tion upon the mileage both of 
> 


represent 


the Senators and 
atives from Calif nia, contained in the 
deficiency bill of 1850, as in the nature of a tem- 
porary provision, ar id applicable only to the mile- 
age for that year. That has been my opinion on 
the question as one of law merely. It was, how- 
ever, submitted to the Judiciary Cc ommittee, who 
decided otherwise, and the Senate acquiesced in 
its decision. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I respectfully submit to the 
Senate, whether it is proper, whether it is just 
towards the Delegate from Oregon, to embarrass 
thus measure with so embarrassing a question as 
the mileage of members generally? The Delegate 


“+f 
| from 








Oregon the only member of either 
House who has not the right to proper 
officer and demand mileage for the distance he has 
traveled. This rex is imposed upon him 
by previous enactment, and it re quires some leri 
lation to vive him that amount of mone y to which 
all admit he is entitled. I hope the Senate will 
not embarrass the bill | by any other question. 

The motion to refer was agreed to; 
the bill was considered as in Committee of t 
W hole. 

Mr. MANGUM. My attention has not been 


called to this bill, nor to the principles involved in 


is 


eo to the 


triction 


iS- 


not 


it. I haveusually been on the liber: il side of ques- 
tions of this sort, but | would ask that it may be 
allowed to lie on the table for the present, that we 


may have an opportaun ity to look into the measure 
and of considering the principles which are in- 
volved in it. I do not mean, by any motion of 
that sort, to indicate anything like opposition 1 to it. 
Ido not know what it is, and therefore 1 move 
that it do lie upon the table for the present. 

‘The motion was not agreed to, the vote,ona 
division, being 15 in the affirmative and 16 in 
the negative. There was, however, no quorum 
voting. 

The Senate having been counted 
were found to be presen 

Mr. MANGUM. My simple object un a 
little time to look into it. My motion is made with 
no hostile purpose towards the measure it 
have no desire to oppose it. 

RIGHT. IL ask the Senator from North 
Carolina, if he was in his place at the time the bill 
was read ? The object of my inquiry is to ascer- 
tain whether he heard the statement of the facis of 
the 


, 33 Senators 
is to x 


self. I 


case. he had, I am sure he would allow 
this bill to pass. 
Mr. SEWARD. If the Senator from North 


Carolina will withdraw his motion for a fev 
utes I will renew it. 

Mr. MANGUM. I withdraw it. 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish to say, that I have no 
opinion made up against this bill. Iam not pre- 
pared to vote either for or against it. | want ume 
to think of it, and thac I suppose is the object of 
ail the Senators who desire that bill be 
laid upon the table. Their object is not to defeat 
the bill, but to have an opportunity of considering 
the question which it presents. I mean no more, 
whei i m 1ake the motion to lay the bill on the ta- 

ble fo yr the present. 
. BRIGHT. 


1 


Vv min- 


the Sil ral] 


I hope the honorable Senator 


will withdraw the motion for a moment. 

Mr. SEWARD. Certainly. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I would dislike very muc ” to 
press this bill agwunsi the sense of the Sena +» buy 
fam quite sure that every Senator present, who 
understands the question, 1s pr pared to vote upon 
it. It is a very plain question, and IS Within a 


very small compass. Any Senator who will take 
time torefer to the 16th section of the law organ- 
izing the ‘Territory of Oregon, wil! that the 
Delegate from that Territory is restricted to $2,500 
as mileage. ‘The first Delegate elected from that 
Territory was allowed, under 


see 


al amendment to 
the civil and diplomatic bill, $3,452. Why was 
e allowed that amount? Because the distance he 


traveled would, under the general Jaw, entitle him 
to that amount. I know there is not a Senator on 
this floor who will refuse to allow the Delegate 
from Oregon to receive the same amount which 
was given to his predecessor. That is all he asks, 
and ail admit that he is entitled toit. If he be 
paid, as Senators and Representatives are paid, 
according to the distance traveled, he would 

entitled to ceive $3,452. But, I repeat, he is 
the only member of either House who is not en- 
titled to go to the proper officer and draw mileage 


according to the distanc e he has traveled. Thatis 


on account of the fact, that a law is in fores whic] h 
prohibits him from doing go. The’ object of this 
bill is to repeal so much of the law as limits his 


mileage to $2,500,and proposes to give him $3,452 

Mr. NORRIS. I should liketo know by ae 
law he would be limited to $3,425? 

Mr. BRIGHT. By the general law which pro- 
vides that the members shall receive their mileage 
according to the usual traveled route from their 
lace of residence to the capital of United 
tates. 

Mr. NORRIS. Th 

Mr. BRIGHT. 
mus he ought to be ; 


at is across the Isthmus. 
If he travels across the Isth- 
aid for it, but itis not. Itis 


amendment reported as a sulistitute by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

| Mr. UNDERWOOD. One or two Senat 
stated to me that they wanted to make 
amendments to my amendment, which would 
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act eéarding © to the overland route, and it hes he 
decided in the other branch of Congress : 
Mr. GWIN. 


r 
The honorable Senator oS é 


taken. The fact is directly the revey Tr ti 
House has decided that the members from : y 
nia are entitled to be paid according to the i ao 

route, and they have received mi lleage aceo 

to that route. This bill proposes to put the Del, 


gate from Oregon on the same footing « QS Membhes 
of the House. es 
Mr. BRIGHT. As I said before, the obra. 


the bill is to pay the Delegate from Oregon 


Delegates and members are paid. It jis wh,, 
immaterial by what route he travels. [ |, v 


would not charge by any other than the r, alee 
ognized by law. I hope the honorable Seno, 
from North Carolina [Mr. Manev Mm] Will not. 
ele out this individual from all others, and 

rule in his case that is clearly unjust. 

Mr. BADGER. I hope the Se snator from | 
diana will permit the bill, without being referred 
to lie over until to-morrow. There is ‘mis . 
hension about it, and I hope he will give Sena; 
an opportunity to examine it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I will not press the matter 
Senators desire to examine so important : 
tion. 

Mr. MANGUM. Ilha reference to the remarks 
of the Senator from Indiana, I have to say that | 
am not prepared at this time to make any iny; 
ous discrimination between this Dele sate and ay ny 
member of the House. Not at all: ; but | 
think it is not according to the regular process of 
levislation to force the determination of a questi 
about which even the friends of the measure diffe: 
as to the amount to be paid, and the princi; 
which it 1s to be paid. 
the bill upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RAILROADS IN IOWA. 

The Senate proc eeded to the consider ation f th 
bill ori unting th 1€ right of w ay and mi iki ng a c nt 
of land to the State of lowa, to aid in the ¢ rue 
tion of certain railroads In said State. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD resumed and conelude 
the spee th which he commenced yesterday in 
position to the bill and in favor of his amend 
His speech will be found in the Append ix. 

NT. The question is upon the 


val 


qu 






I renew the motion to 


The PRESIDENT. 


amendment of the Senator from Kentucky tot 





male it- more agreeable tothem. They thoug! 


id would be better to let the amendment propose 
>the committee be acted upon first, and t 
suld renew my amendment, which would ! 

ject to amendment. 1 will, therefore, withds iW 


my amendment until the question is taken « in Ue 
substitute of the committee, When that is adopt- 
ed, [ shall renew my amendment. 

Mr. DAWSON. I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn; though, in the papaens state of 1 
health, I shall probably be unable to address the 

Senate on the sub} ject, and I do not move the a« 
urnment for that purpose; but there are a num 
co of Senators who have spoken to me, and 
they presumed no vote would be taken to-day 
They are therefore absent, and hence I move 
the Senate adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senat 

adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tnourspar, February 19, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. Lirt.etor F. Moroay. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and app roved 


The SPEAKER. The first business I 
House is Hause bill No. 104, being a bill granting 
the right of way and making a aénatic on of pul 
lands to the State of Missouri, to aid in the con- 
struction of certain railroads therein. 

Mr. MACE. Irisetoa question of privileg 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state hi 
question? a 

Mr. MACE. I sent to the table on yesterday) 
two memorials and petitions, which I did not hear 
read by the Cierk this morning. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would eee 
that such matters are journalized and printed, bu 


efore 












fi om | 


Misap 


upon the 
l. 

cy tot 
he ¢ 


Q ‘ 
lea 


vile 
tate his 


law 
‘sterdaay 


lot hear 


‘remark, 
ted, | 


1852. 


not aa 0 ‘the House. I understand such has 
gr practic e of this body ever since the a adop- 
) ¢ the rule allowing of the filing of petitions 
se presen itation to “the House. 
ATTENDANCE OF COUNSEL. 

Mr. OR Be y unanimous consent, introduced 

which previous notice had been given, 
“led * A bill o facilitate the attendance of coun- 
ling at a distance from the Capitol, by 
esif ving “the docket of the Su ipreme Court;” 
hich was read a first and second time by its title 

i -eferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

. LANE, by unanimous consent of the House, 
1 a -ed a memorial from a portion of the Le- 
celative Assembly of the Territory of Oregon: 
‘sh was ordered to lie upon the’table and be 


ted 


f 
ot 


el res 


LANE. Ihave two other memorials—— | 


= ‘GOODENOW. I object to their introduc- 


and call for the nee of the day. 
GRANT OF LANDS TO MISSOURI. 
SPEAKER. The orderof the day is called 
r, W hich is House bill No. 104 , and upon that 
ie gel eman from Missouri [Mr. Miier] has 


( 


‘Mr. MIL LE R addressed the House for an hour 

yor of the objects of the bill, which had alre sady 
heen discussed, | he said, by the ablest minds of the 
try: ealled attention to the resources of the 


Western States, and the aid they afford to the | 


merce of the Eastern—to the increased seitle- 
ent of lands in the vicinity of the great rivers; 
fom which he inferred that by encouraging inter- 
nal improvements, & similar effect would be pro- 
duced. 
e Appendix for Mr. M.’s Speech.]} 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. Is there a motion 
ending to refer this bill to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union ? 
TheSPEAKER. There is. 


Mr. HARRIS. Believing, as I do, that this | 


House is as well prepared to act at this moment , 


upon this subject as it will be at any future time, 
I move the previous question. 


Mr. RANTOUL. I ask the gentleman who | 


has made that motion to withdraw it. So far all 
the speaking upon this bill has been made by gen- 
tlemen coming from one section of the Union. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I hope the gentleman will 
not withdraw. I want this subject disposed of. 

Mr. JUNES, of Tennessee. I ask my colleague 
to withdraw for one moment, in order to allow me 

make a suggestion, by which this subject can 
be gotten over for the present, and allow the other 
ommittees to be called. It is not competent for 
any other committee to report so long as this sub- 
ject continues before the Hquse. 


Mr. CARTTER. Let us send it to the Com- | 
mittee of the Whote on the state of the Union; | 


that will get it out of the way. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 
centleman from Tennessee not to withdraw his 
call for the previous question. We are as well 
prepared now to vote upon this bill as we ever 

ull be. If the friends of the bill can carry it 

hiiaehe. I want to give them a chance. 

Mr. HARRIS. 1 have not much feeling in re- 
lation to whether the previous question be now 
pressed or not. I called it in deference to what I 

meeived to be the wishes of the House. 

Mr. JONES. If the friends of the bill wish to 
press it to a vote now, Iam ready. I will not ob- 
ject - the prev ious question. 

. HOUSTON. I move that the House do 

w proceed to the consideration of the business 

the Speaker’s table. The bill before the House 
, ill hen lie over till to-morrow. 

Several Mempers. Oh, no! let’s dispose of it 

Ow, 

Mir. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. What will 
effe ct if the House proceed to the ee 
ion of the business on the Speaker table? 

V ill this : bill come up again in the mor! end 

The SPE AKER. It will come up as unfinished 
business, 

The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 

tive, and the House refused to proceed to the 
besiglane on the Speaker’s table. 

The House was then divided, to ascertain wheth- 
er there was a second to the dem: and for the pre- 
vious question; and there w ere—ayes 38, noes 116. 
So there was not a second. 


. 


Mr. RANTOUL. Mr. Chairman, I desire— | 


I ask the | 


Mr. JON ES. It j is not my purpose to make a | 
speech, but it is evident, that while this bill is con- 
tinued before the House that no other committee | 
cai? be called for reports. 

Mr. HALL. I rise to a question of order. | 
The gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Jonxs] has 
addressed the House once upon this question. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Ran- 
TOUL] now claims the floor, and, according to the 
rules of the House—the gentleman from ‘Ten- 
nessee having spoken once—I think he is entitled 
to it. 

Mr. JONES. Ido not propose to make a speech. 
[ only desire to make the proposition, that the bus- 
iness be passed over until all the other committees 
shall be called for reports, andthen, when the call 
reaches the Committee on Public Lands again, 
that this subject will come up ag unfinished busi- 
ness. All! want isto allow the other committees to 
report. I have no report to make, but I think that | 
is due to the other committees-of the House. 

Mr. HALL. I have no objection in the world 
to the postponement of this business, provided it 
is postponed in such a way that it shall come up 
again. And if the gentleman from Tennessee wil! 
modify his proposition so that this subject shall be 
postponed till some day certain, a“ made the 
special order for that day, so that will come 
up precisely in the se ime condition whie hit now 
occupies, | have no ob jec tion. But 1 do not want 
it postponed to go onto the Speaker *s table arain 
for if it does, we shal! never reach it. 

Mr. JONES. My propositi ion does not carry 
it to the Speaker’s table. It only provides that it 
shall go over until the aaline committees shall be | 
called for reports. Then, when the Committee on 
Public Lands is called, it will again come up, and 
will occupy precisely the same position which it 
now holds. Iam in favor of having this matter 
go over, but lam opposed to making ita special 
order. 

The SPEAKER. 
tleman from Tennessee requires unanimous con- | 
sent. 

Mr. ORR and others objec ted. | 

Mr. RAN’ TOUL said that, in his opition, the 
old thirteen States have certs 1inly a great interest 
in determining what shall be done with the public 
lands, in some respect equal with the new; and | 
the question 1s, what use can be made wit h the 
public lands until some general measure shall be 


agreed upon beneficial and equally advantageous | 


to the old and the new States. 


A general plan of railroads, he said, has been | 


commenced, (not confined to any particular State 
or section,) forming a portion of a great and well- 
contrived system. 
destined to be an interchange between the valley 
of the Mississippi and foreign countries to a gre: ut 
extent. It is a matter of interest, then, that addi- 
tional. channels of intercourse shail be constructed, 
open and conve nient. 
to aid Missouri, it does so without the loss of a 
dollar to the General Government. 
States would have a great commercial and navi- 
rating interest, they should look to the agricultu- 


ral productions of the West, which keep that | 


interest alive. He would say to the people @f the 
Northeast that cotton, woole nm, and iron must some 
day or other be mz uietee tured hundreds of miles 
west of where they now are. The precise year 
cannot be given; but the West will cease to buy 
those things of the Northeast, and make them 
just when it shall think that it will be to its ad- 

vantage. Therefore, the Northeast should en- 
courage the West in agriculture, opening roads to 
the Northeast and Southeast, connecting the At- 
lantic slope with the valley of the Mississippi in 
the cheapest and most practicable way. So sure 
as a course shall be taken td depress western agri- 
culture, so sure will manufac tur ing depart from 
the Northeast to the West. 

(See Appendix for Mr. R.’s speech.] 

Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana, next obtained the 
floor, and said: | have but a few words to say on 
this subject—— 

Mr. HOUSTON, (interrupting.) 1 weuld sug- 
rest to the gentleman from tate that as he 
will have the floor in the morning, and as this 
will be the first business that comes up, it would 
be better, with his consent, to go into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union now. 

[Cries of ** No, no!” and ‘‘ Let him go on!”’} 

Mr. MOORE. I should be happy to ‘oblige the 








The proposition of the gen- || 


Thecommerce of the nation is | 


So far as this bill proposes | 


If the Atlantic | 
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gentleman from Alabama, but I will remind him 
that to-morrow is Friday, and private bill day. 

I should much prefer speaking to-morrow morn- 
ing, if I was sure of getting the floor; but as it is 
private bill day, I know I shi ull have no oppertu 
nity of being heard, and I shall therefore retain 
the floor now. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman would be 
entitled to the floor in the morning in preference 
to anybody else, or to any other business. My 
object 1s to get into the commi tee, and finish up 
a special order there which is hang 


ing in the way 
ot all other business 


We have time to dispose 
of it to-day, and I should be glad if the House 
would so indulge me 


Mr. MOORE. If I was sure I could get the 


floor to-morrow,I would yield to the gentleman's 
Suggestion. 

[Cries of **Go on now!’"} 

Mr. ORR. If_I understand the rules of the 
House correctly, the gentleman from Alabama has 

aright to take the floor from the gentleman from 
Louisiana, the morning hour having expired. 

Mr. CLEV ELAND. Not after the floor has 
een assigned to the gentleman from Louisiana 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have certainly a right to 
take the floor from the gentleman, as the morning 
hour has expired. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not so tn- 
derstand the rules. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. Such is not the rule. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Any member has a right, 
at the expiration of the morning hour, to move to 
proceed to the consideration of the business on the 
Speaker’stable. If the gentleman from Louisiana 
had been in the midst of his speech, I could have 
committed that motion. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not under 
stand the gentleman from Alibants to submit such 
a motion, 

Mr. HOUSTON. I submit that motion nown 

‘The question was put, and the motion was not 
agr reed to. 

"Mr. MOORE. I shall not detain the House, 
Mr. § Speaker, for the full hour allowed me by the 
rules, in the discussion of this question. But as 
1 had the honor to introduce a bill kindred to the 
one now under consideration, I feel it incumbent 
upon me to say a fi w words 

he whole subjec tof the policy of making these * 
rrants may as well be disc Ase now, and on this 
bill as on the other bills which will probably come 
before us. I had the honor of introducing a bill 
to grant to the State of Louisiana the right of way 
through and a portion of the public lands, which 
is now before the Committee on Public Lands, 
and will, I hope, be reported in a few days. But 
as I may not then have an opportunity of giving 
my views upon this subject, | embrace this oppor- 
tunity to do it. 

1 was sorry, the other day, to hear a gentleman 
upon this floor endeavor to connect this subject 
with the question of internal improvements by the 
General Governmént. Now, I maintain that this 
cannot fairly bedone. This is simply a donation 
for public purposes. By looking over your stat- 
ute-book, from the very commencement of this 
Government, you will find that the very first law 

that was ever passed regulating the public lands, 
made large donations of public lands for public 
purposes. The very first bill upon the subject of 
lands, passed before even the ac lopti on of the pres 

ent Constitution, made large donations of the pub- 
lic lands for the purposes of public education. | 
will state to the House a few of the grants of this 
description that have been made. We find by 
reference to the statute-book, that large grants of 
the public lands have been made to cities, to towns, 
to counties for county-seats,and to States for seats 
of government. <A grant of land was made to 
build the city of Detroit—not only a portion of the 
old town, but 10,000 acres besides. The city of 
Natchez also has hada grant. Four sections of 
land were granted to the State of Indiana for the 
purpose of fixing.a seat.of government. Thirty- 
six sections and 1,620 acres besides, were crant- 
ed to ee State of Alabama for the same purpose. 
I find that grants have been made even to the old 
States. For instance, a grant of land was made to 
Connecticut fora deafand dum! b asylum—and very 
properly, I think. Illinois also had a grant of lands 
for a seat of government. 

I find that the first grant of lands for purposes 
of internal improvement was made in 1823, when 
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a road from the Lower Rapids of the Miami to 
Lake Erie, one mile on each side of the road—for 
in those days it was all wild country, and the 
United States thought proper to make a grant of 
the whole land and notof the alternate sections as 
we now do. Another grant of a like nature was 
made to the State of Ohio in 1827, for a road from 
Columbus to Sandusky. In 1827, these grants 
for railroads and canals were commenced. 
first grant was to the State of Illinois, for the con- 
struction of a canal, alternate sections of five miles 
on each side; and in the same year a similar grant 
was made to the State of Indiana, for a canal from 
the Wabash to Lake Erie. 


i! 


a grant was made to the State of Ohio, to construct | 


The | 


was made to the State of Ohio, and in 1830, fur- | 


ther time was granted to the State to locate those 
lands, and they were authorized to apply the grant 
either to the canal or to arailroad. I will remark 
here, to my Democratic friends, that this bill was 
approved by General Jackson, who was the first 
to put an end to improper appropriations for the 
purposes of internal improvement. A grant was 
made to Florida for a canal, and 400,000 acres of 
land were granted to Alabama for improving the 
rapids in thé Tennessee river, known as_ the 
Muscle Shoals. James K. Polk, who was as 
much opposed to internal improvements as any 
man in this nation, advocated and voted for those 
two bills. 

Now, sir, I contend that the bill now before us 
cannot connect itself with the subject of internal 
improvements by the General Government. It is 
simply a donation of public lands for oon uses— 
a donation which I hope and trust wi 
to the Government, not only once, but twofold, 
or threefold. 

Now, let us lay all abstractions aside and take 
a plain, common-sense view of this subject. ‘The 
fourth section of the bill provides— 


‘ That the said lands hereby granted to the said State shall 
be subject to the disposal of the Legislature thereof, for the 


purposes aforesaid, and no other; and the said railroads | 


shail be and remain a public highway, for the use of the 
Government of the United States, free from toll or other 


charge upon the transportation of any property or troops of | 


the United States.”’ 

Most certainly the General Government has a 
right to contract for the transportation of troops 
and their supplies. Here we say to the State of 
Missouri, make this road through your country, 
transport our troops and supplies, and we will 
give you every alternate section of land, but with 


the proviso that the remaining sections shall bring | 


double the usual price. 


Again, by the 6th section of the bill, we require | 
the State of Missouri to carry the mails along | 


these roads at such price as Congress may stipu- 
late. 


Now, we may suppose that Congress will not | 
ask that the mail shall be carried at a lower rate | 


than is paid for other and similar routes in the 
United States. 
ing it over that route as rapidly as it can be 
carried by private express, otherwise the mail mat- 
ter will decrease and letters will be carried by pri- 
vate conveyance. Now, we promise to transport 
whatever you have to transport free of charge; 
and I ask gentlemen if it is not a fair and liberal 
proposition, and whether we have not the right to 


But you must provide for carry- | 


ask that aid shall be given us to construct these | 


roads for the considerations mentioned ? 


Now, Mr. Speaker, the Constitution of the | 
United States gives to Congress full power to dis- || 


pose of these public lands, and to make all needful 
rules and regulations in relation thereto, and there- 
fore, in accordance with this provision of the 
Constitution, the power of Congress to make 
these grants cannot be questioned. 

Sut this question may be considered in another 
yoint of view. The gentleman from Missouri 
fMr. Puecrs}] on yesterday alluded to the fact, 
that the State of Missouri is prohibited from tax- 
ing the lands sold by the United States for the 
space of five years; and she is also prohibited from 
4axing the lands given to soldiers for the space of 
three years. Now, a like clause has been intro- 
duced into the constitution, or rather into the act 
edmitting the State of Louisiana into the Union. 
But that act goes further. It provides that * the 
‘river Mississippi, and the navigable rivers lead- 
‘ing into the same, or into the Gulf of Mexico, 
* shall be common highways and forever free, as 
* well to the inhabitants of said State as to other 


‘citizens of the United States, without any tax, | 


° a impost, or toll therefor, imposed by the | 
‘said State.”’ So that if the people of Louisiana 
should wish to-morrow to make an expenditure 


| of money for the purpose of making any of thege 


In 1828, another grant || 


rivers navigable, they could not impose any tax, 
or impost, or toll upon any citizen of the United 
States for traveling through that channel. Now, | 
it will be perceived that the old States have a kind 
of guardianship over us. They keep the new 
States in a sort of pupilage, although they are full 
grown. Very well, we do not complain of it, but 
we wish the old States, as good fathers of families, 
to act liberally, generous, and kind towards us. 

1 now beg leave to call the attention of the House 
to one of the projects for a railroad, which I had 
the honor of presenting to the House, and for 
which we ask that a grant of the public lands 
should be made. The road is to run from the bank 


(of the Mississippi river, opposite New Orleans, 


| to Opelousas, and from thence to Texas. 


The 


| whole distance is from two hundred and fifty to 


| two hundredand sixty miles. 


} The first fifty miles | 
will run from New Orlears to Lafourche, through 

a swamp country, where the United States are not | 
in the possession of one foot of land, as a letter from 
the register of the land office, which I hold in my 
hand, willshow. Upon the route from Lafourche 
to Berwick’s bay, there are about 3,200 acres of | 


| land belonging to the Government, as will appear 


| be returned || 


from a letter from the Surveyor General of Louisi- | 
ana, which I now have beforeme. The rest is either 
land granted before the change of Government, 
or ceded to the State, as swamp land. This route 
goes through swamp lands which are susceptible | 
of being reclaimed, and we trust it will soon be 
done. ‘he whole route from New Orleans to Ber- 
wick’s bay has been surveyed, but no company 
has been organized, because under our constitu- 
tion, no special acts of incorporation can be passed. | 
It requires that all laws shall be general; and it 


| was found, when we endeavored to get up this 


| of about ninety miles, the road will run “phe ge ee 


| A large portion of the lands on the route were also 


company, that the general act of incorporation 
then in force, would not answer for a corporation | 
for railroads, and therefore we were obliged to de- | 
fer it to the present session of the Legislature of | 
the State. 

From Berwick’s bay to Opelousas, a djstance 


ly through a prairie and over lands which were 
granted ‘before a change of Government; and the 
United States will not be required to give any 
lands at all, except it may be a spot here and there 


in the prairie. ‘The six miles may extend so as to || 


cover some small tracts of land from Opelousas | 
to Bayou Chicot, a distance of twenty-seven miles. 


granted before the change of Government, the in- 
ferior portions only remaining from Bayou Chicot 
to the Sabine river, a distance of about fifty-seven 
miles. It will run through a pine forest now of lit- 
tle or no value to the United States. Indeed, I will | 
venture to say, that if the whole of this portion of | 


| these lands were to be put up at public auction to- | 
| morrow, they would not bring ten cents per acre. 


| Texas. 


But once run a railroad through them, and you 
make them valuable for the lumber to the prairie 
country, in the vicinity and below, and also valu- | 
able to the prairie country in Texas. For I hope 
and tr@st that if we ever get this road through to the | 
Sabine river, that it will be continued on through 


Legislature, and I feel certain that if we can once 
get this road completed to the horder of Texas, it 
will be continued on through that State to E] | 
Paso. 

According to a hasty calculation which I have | 
made, the grant which we ask for for the whole line 
of the main road will not exceed 230,000 acres of 
land belonging to the United States, and nearly all | 


| of that is land which is now entirely worthless to | 


| worth ten cents per acre. 


the Government. As 1 have remarked, it is not | 


But run your railroad 


| through it, and you will make every alternate sec- 
| tion worth $2 50 a acre for the timber; the two 


j 


branches contemplated will take but a small addi- | 
tional quantity. 

A Memser. What is the length of your road? | 

Mr. MOORE. About two hundred and fifty or 
two hundred and sixty miles. I say the grant 
will be small when compared with the length of 
the road. The public lands do not lie along the | 
route of the road for more than fifty or at most | 
sixty miles. 

Now, to show you that it is probable that this | 
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, of those parishes have intelligence enoy 


| through the State of Texas. 


Feb. 





ee 


as 


€8 which 
ON this syh. 
of the par- 


road will be made, in a series of address 
I made to the people along the route ur 
ject, I calculated the produce of seven 
ishes between Lafourche and St. Laundry for ; 

year 1849. 1 will here remark, that when Mice 
there a great portion of that country was a oun 
prairie, on which cattle were pastured, and a | ~ 
corn made. But in the year 1849, those se 
litte parishes produced 72,000 hogsheads per 
sugar, which produced about 36,000 hogsheads of 
molasses. ‘They raised about 20,000 bales of _ 
ton, and sent to market about 40,000 head of “ia. 
all of which was then worth about $5,400,009 «| 
showed that by making this road they—the inhab 
itants and productive classes of those parishes 7 
would save in freight, insurance, and passage in 
one year, at least $300,000. Now, if the people 
raise that amount of prodace so valuable, aren 
certainly have intelligence enough to take this 
matter up, and make this road. I take it fo 
granted that this road will be made, at least as far 
as Opelousas; and if this Congress will make 
us the grant of land which we desire, I feel po 
hesitation in saying, that it will go as far as the 
Sabine, or Texas line. And if it ever gets tha 
far, just as sureas I stand here, it will be extended 
In relation to this 
route through ‘Texas, I will quote from Captain 
R. B. Marcy’s report of a survey of the route 
from El! Paso to Red river, in which he says, page 
224, **Our road passes over uniformly level 
‘ground, crossing no mountains or deep valleys 
‘and for five hundred miles on the eastern ng 
‘ tremity runs through the heart of a country pos- 
‘sessing great natural advantages.”? t con- 
ceive it to be the best overland wagon route 
to California.’’ Speaking of the practicability 
of a railroad along that line, he says, (page 
226:) ‘* There are as few difficulties to encounter 
as any other route that can be found in our coun- 
try.”? Page 224: ** We found a smooth road over 
‘gently undulating country of prairie and timber, 
‘and abounding with numerous clear spring 
‘branches for two hundred miles, and in many 
‘ places covered with groves of musquito timber.” 
‘** The soil cannot be surpassed for fertility.” Page 


| 226: ‘It would appear to have been designed by 


the Great Architect of the universe for a railroad. 


| From El Paso to Red river is about seven hundred 


_ to the Sabine river free of charge. 


miles.’’"—See Ex. Doc. Sen., 31st Cong., 1st sess., 
No. 64. 

I have not the least doubt that if this grant is 
made by Congress, that the road will be continued 
on to El Paso. 

The other day a discussion arose in reference to 
the immense expenditures of money for supplying 
our Army upon the southwestern frontier. Now if 
this road is made we will transport your supplies 
We will carry 
your mails through at the lowest possible prices; 
and instead of being weeks in carrying it to the 


| Sabine river, as is now the case, we will carry it 


through in twelve hours. Then is it not some- 
thing worth looking at, when we see these supplies, 
which have cost the United States so much money, 
carried free of cost? General Jesup states that 


| the opening of the Red river alone would save 
| $45,000 a year in supplying the fifth regiment of 


i 


| infantry, now stationed on the northern frontier 
The subject is now before the Texas || 


of Texas. Now, if we will put down all your 
supplies and troops upon the borders of Texas 
free of charge, I ask what the United States would 
then save? Can there be a doubt but it would 
save double $45,000 in a year?. I venture to assert 
that these lands, from Bayou Chicot to the Sabine, 
could not be sold now for $50,000 if put up at 
auction, unless there was a prospect of a railroad 
through them, in which case I admit they would 
become valuable. 

There is another subject to which I desire briefly 
to allude. It is well known that Congress have 

assed laws in relation to the inspection of steam- 

oat boilers; and for what reason? Principally to 
save life. It is also a well-known fact, that the 
danger in traveling upon a railroad is much less 
than by any other mode of traveling. It is less 
even than traveling by private carriage. If I were 


to state the returns of the railroadsin New England, 
| and in England, you would hardly believe me when 
I say that in upwards of 20,000,000 persons who 
traveled by railroad, less than 200 were killed, and 
most of them on account of insproper conduct of 
their own. In New England, out of 19,000,000 
















F 


x 


~_— 





eb. 19, 


‘SSE8 Whic} 
On this sub. 
of the par. 
ry for the 
hen | wens 
VAS a Wild 
and a little 
Ose Seven 
Sheads of 
sheads of 
Hes Of egy. 
dof cattle 
00,000. + 
the inhab. 
Arishes_ 
aSSage in 
1e People 
hough to 
they wil) 
take this 
ke it for 
ASE as far 
ul make 
I fee! no 
ir as the 
Sets that 
eXtended 
N to this 
Captain 
the route 
LYS, page 
ly let 
) valleys, 
tern ex. 
ltry Pos- 
_ con- 
DN route 
icability 
y (page 
1counter 
Ir coun- 
pad over 
timber, 
Spring 
1 many 
imber.”? 
.”” Page 
ned by 
ailroad. 
undred 
[st $€ss., 


zrant is 
ntinued 


‘ence to 
plying 
Now if 
ipplies 
| carry 
prices; 
to the 
arry it 
some- 
pplies, 
joney, 
s that 
| save 
ent of 
ontier 
your 
Texas 
would 
vould 
assert 
bine, 
up at 
lroad 
vould 


riefly 
have 
eam- 
ly to 
t the 
less 
less 
were 
and, 
yhen 
who 
and 
ot of 
,000 








1852. 


" . | . _ - 
and employés, only 190 odd were killed |, three times forty-eight hours, persons can go from 


ssengers 

er wounded, and less than one half of them were 

an 

n ssengers. ° ° : . 

'N sw, does not this enter into the consideration of ;, western country. 
‘ , 


the legislation of the country? If wehavearight | I take it that no man can doubt that the very 


the Atlantic tothe Pacific. ‘Then consider the | 
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| eHects upon this great nation and upon this greats! 


»» anpaitt inspectors to inspect steamboat boilers, {| instant you put these railroads through the public | 


have we not the same right to contribute to the || lands, you make every inch of that public land 
means of lessening the dangers of traveling, and three fold more valuable than it now is, I know 
making it a hundredfold less? I trust that this || in my own State, along the roads that I propose, it 
House will make these grants of land. Yester- |, will have the eilect to make the public lands along 
day the subject of homesteads was brought up. || them ten umes more valuable. 

If that is thought to be the best thing for us to do, In the bill which I had the honor to present, 
{ hope this House willadopt it. I think that any | 
mode which will keep these lands out of the hands 


to mention. Itis a road from Vicksburg, across 
a¢ speculators, is a judicious and proper one for 


the country, to Shreeveport, and thence to Texas. 
ane that can befall a country is to have large | sidered of suflicient importance for a survey to 
nodies of land come into the hands of speculators. | have been ordered by Congress, or the Senate, 
For many years past [ have been in a situation to |) and that a survey and estimate has been made by 
eveculate in lands, if I had chosen to have done | W. H. Sidell, civil engineer. He has made an 
<», But I have such a horror, sucha detestation | able report upon it, and says there are no difficul- 
for that traffic, on account of its injurious influence ties to encounter that cannot easily be surmounted. 
in the prosperity of a country, that | have never | The estimate of the whole cost of the road is at 
bought a single acre of land for speculation, alone. || the rate of $15,000 per mile. 1 will say, that al- 
It is because, in my younger days, when I was || though the whole length of that road is one hun- 
poor, and strove hard for a living, 1 saw the im- || dred and eighty miles, yet this grant of land to 


there is another railroad, which it is proper for me | 


-. Congress to adopt. I think that the greatest || I will only say to the House, that this route is con- | 
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purposes, all that has been granted for purposes 
of internal improvement, less than one sixteenth 
part of the whole public domain in the twelve land 
States has been donated for these purposes to those 
States. Isthatliberal? Isitextravacant? Itdoes 
not strike me in that light. What should be the 
policy of this Government? In what does the 
wealth of a nation consisi? Does it consist in 
holding hundreds of millions of acres of land for 
the deer and wolf to roam over ? 
sir, in planting upon every section of that land a 
tenant—a man who is able to till and cultivate it, 
and to bring it into that use for which nature’s God 
had designed it? Of what avail are the millions 
of acres lying west of the Alleghany mountains 
to any person—when does their value commence? 
When do they begin to be useful to the country 
and its people? Not until there is placed upon it, to 
subdue its wild nature, to bring it 


al - 
Is it not rather, 


to cultivation, 


' and to subject it to the arts of industry, a husband- 


propriety of such a course. This subject of grant- | aid in its construction will be small in proportion |) 


ing the right of way and making grants of land | to its length. And why? Because a large portion 
for railroads has been so thoroughly discussed || of it will go through lands already ceded to the 
here, and so much more ably than I can expect | State of Louisiana, and granted before the change 
to discuss it, that I will say nothing more upon |, of the Government, and therefore the grant by 
the subject, but I will merely give to this House || Congress will not be so great as its length would 
some little experience of my own. Fifty-one years |, suppose. The public lands along this route, are 
azo I descended the Mississippi. I was then || principally poor land; very little or none have 
young, but the scenery of that river, as it then ap- || been sold for more than the minimum price, a dol- 
neared, is most vividly imprinted upon my mind, || lar and a quarter an acre, except upon the borders 
At that time there was nota white inhabitant upon || of the Red river, where they have been disposed 
the bank of that river, from above the mouth of || of long ago. I estimate that the grant by the bill 
the Ohio to a place then designated as Walnut || will not exceed 400,000 acres. So that the whole 
Hills, but now known as Vicksburg, save a few 

at New Madrid and environs. At that period the | 
now great, fertile, and floarishing Valley of the 

Mississippi contained but a few thousand souls. 

Then a few flat and keel-boats transported the 


, amount to morethan, as near as I can now estimate 
} it, from 630,000 to 650,000 acres of land. And 
for that we propose to carry your troops gratul- 
tously, and to carry your mails, and to give every 


grant which | apply for to this Congress, will not | 


whole produce of that valley to a market. In 1812 || facility to the Government, which will make these | 


the first steamboat that ever plied the waters of || lands ten times more valuable than they now are. 
that river, landed at the Levee of New Orleans. I 
was fortunate enough to be there and see it land, || this question, and that so much has already been 
and tobe one of the first passengers upon that boat || said, that little or nothing has been left for me to 
on its first departure from the wharf of New || say. 
Orleans. | Mr. FICKLIN. This subject has already been 
Now look at the change that has taken place | so ably discussed by gentlemen who have preceded 
upon those waters. In the place of one solitary || me, that it is with much of diffidence and distrust 
steamboat, you have thousands of floating palaces || of my ability to interest the members of tis House, 
stemming the current of that mighty stream as if || that | now attempt to add anything to what has 


I feel that I can contribute nothing further to aid | 


it were by magic. Now there are ten millions of || been said. When I hear members trom the older | 


souls in that great valley. Now, instead of acom- || States complaining that the grants of land which 
merce which required only a few flat-boats to ac- || have been and are likely to be made by this Gov- 
commodate it, you have a commerce which |; ernment, are extravagant; when I hear them say 
amounts, according to the estimate of 1851, ot || that the Congress of the United States is squan- 
$220,000,000. The exports of domestic products || dering the public domain; and when I hear the 
from New Orleans, then merely nominal, now 

amount to upwards of $67,000,000 per annum. | 
And all this mighty change has been brought about 

by American industry and American enterprise, | 
and I am enabled to stand here, through the par- | judgment to which we have all, in the new States, 
tiality of my constituents, and say that lam proud | so unanimously come, can possibly be wrong— 
of having been one of the pioneers of that far south- | to ask myself if it is necessary that that decision 
west—proud of being a citizen of this glorious , 
Union. Who would not be proud? Ah,{heara | | reflect upon the subject, the more I examine this 
still voice saying that there are a few who, with 
sacrilegious hand, would tare down this fair fabric. 


denounced as land pirates and robbers, it causes 


decidedly am I convinced that the course and policy 


| representatives of the people from the twelve land | 


j 


States and from the Territories characterized and || 


me to reflect, and ask if it is possible that that | 


should be reviewed. And I confess that th® more | 


land question, the more thoroughly, and the more | 


May God in his mercy forgive them—they know || of this Government should be more liberal in the 


not whattheydo. Well, if in my short life I have || future than it has been in the past; that instead of | 


seen all these changes, and brought about mostly || acting in a parsimonious manner, instead of hold- | 


by the effect of steam applied to boats by the inven- 
tion of the great Fulton, what may we not expect 


ing in the miser’s gripe the 1,400,000,000 of acres 
of land which belong to this Government, it should | 


to see in the next fifty years by these railroads, || be dealt out liberally wherever a donation of this 


when brothers and sons living in the far West upon land can be made to subserve the public interest. | 
| Will gentlemen of this House adopt the selfish 


the Pacific ocean, will be brought together as neigh- | 


bors! I have within these fifty years seen all of || policy, that, because these lands cannot be grarited 


Louisiana purchased, and now that purchase con- 


annexed and New Mexico and California have been | 
acquired. When these railroads shall be completed, 

which are now proposed, we shall have an inter- || 
communication from the eastern shores of ourcoun- | 
try upon the Atlantic to the Pacific on the west. 
Shall we not make some small grants of our public |, 


they do the old? Assuredly not. 
made by the present and former Commissioners o 


twelve land States, whose names it is not neces 


C alike to the new and old States, they will vote 
tair®s four States. Since that time Texas hasbeen || against grants to the new States because, forsooth, 
they may locally benefit the new States more than 


if I understand the reports which have been 


f 


|| the Land Office, the amount of public land in the | 


domain towards the accomplishment of so great an || sary for me to repeat, because they are familiar to 


object? [ hope if we live a few years longer we shall || every member upon this floor, was 386,000,000 o 


see these railroads reaching to the far western limits || acres, within a fraction. Of that 386,000,000, in- 
of Texas;and the day may come possibly, when || cluding all that has been set apart for common 


those who are now here in this 


ouse, when in || schools, all that has been granted for seminary 


man who will make it of benefit to the Govern- 
ment. I acknowledge my indebtedness to the 
member from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
who has taken so large, enlightened, and liberal a 


Rawnrovun,] 


view of the land question, “L think it was proba- 


bly as far back as 1838 that Mr. CalRoun, now no 
more, presented his projet with regard to the final 
disposition of the public domain. It was then 
that he foresaw that the present land system would 
not continue fora great number of years. 
foresaw that the proprietorship of the General 
Government of the public lands of the United 
States would soon cease—that in a few years, or 
a few score years, it would depart from it. With 
that view of the system, he presented a plan by 


He then 


which the lands were to be granted to the States in 
which’ they were situated, to be disposed of by 
those States, a portion of the proceeds to be paid 
into the Treasury of the General Government. It 
has been intimated also to-day, by the honorable 
member from Massachusetts, [Mr. Rawrovr,] that 
in a series of years this must be the result. It is 
certainly so. That is to be the ultimate destina- 
tion of these lands. Weall know tlat the weight 
of population is rapidly passing tothe West. We 
are all aware of the rapid growth of that sevtion 
of the Union, and those of us who live there feel 
that the new States are not placed upon a footing 
with the old States in regard to population. And 
why, it is asked, are we not placed upon a footing 
with the old States? The old thirteen States, to- 
gether with those added since, except the twelve 
land States, are the proprietors of the soil within 
their limits. They possess the right of eminent 
domain. - The power of the Legislatures of the 
thirteen old States, to which may be added Ten- 
nessee, Kentucky, Vermont, and probably others, 
to tax the lands within their limits is absolute and 
unquestioned. Is that the case with the new States 
of the West? Of the contrary we are all aware. 
We all know that but a very small portion of the 
lands situated in the new States are subject to tax- 
ation. We might go back further, and inquire 
why this distinction has been made. We might 
inquire how the title to these lands was originally 
acquired. Those granted by Virginia and Georgia 
were lands originally belonging to the British 
Crown, and acquired as the consequence of the 
Revolution; and they were claimed by the States 
within whose limits they fell. In consequence of 
difficulties springing up in regard to the title, these 
lands were ceded to the Federal Government. 
Nothing was paid originally in dollars and cents 
by the General Government to any one of these 
States for these lands. 

The new States coming into the Union upon an 
equal footing with the old States, each one of them 
would have obtained the right of eminent domain 
to the lands situated within their limits. They 
would have had that right but for the provision 
which was contained in the ordinance of 1787, re- 
stricting and limiting the new States in that respect. 
That wasan act of might, | contend, against right; 
because I hold whenever a State comes into this 
Union, it should be with all the rights, privileges, 
and immunities of the old States. With the Weat- 
ern States, however, itis hot so. They came in 
under certain restrictions. That limitation was 
extended to the acts of admission by which Ohio, 
and other Northwestern and Southwestern States 
have come into the Union. This provision having 
been ingrafted upon the ordinance of 1787—these 


| conditions were imposed upon the new States when 
|| they were admitted into the Union, when they were 
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not able to assert and maintain their own rights; it 
should not be thought hard and strange that when 
they have the power to maintain them that they 
should exercise it, I tell she gentlemen who proph- 


ecy that the new States will own the lands within | 
their limits, that he most probably will live to see | 


the fulfillment of his prophecy. Ihave not made 


the calculation, nor is it necessary that I should do | 
s0, us to the precise amount which a tax ofa half 


cent per acre would have yiclded since they have 


been owned by the Government, yet, suffice it to | 


say, that there would have been furnished a sum 
of money greater than that is asked for any rail- 
road improvement. It would cover everything in 


connection with the alternate sections—placing | 


them at $1 25 per acre. We are told, in granting 
these lands, that they are all to be estimated at 
$1 25 per acre—that in granting 1,000,000 of acres 
you grant $1,250,000. ‘That has been the estimate 
of gentlemen upon this floor. Is that correct? 
The way to ascertain if it is correct is, to turn to 
their own States, and see if it applies there. The 
honorable member from Tennessee, [Mr. War- 
xins,}] who addressed the House upon yesterday, 
gave us data which [ was very glad to hear from 
him. He gave us information in regard to the 
grants made to his State. I will say to him, that 
inany of his views developed in the portion of the 


speech to which | have reference—for the provision | 


of a homestead for the actual settler, met with my 
hearty approval. 


nt $1 25 per acre, is a fallacious calculation. Take, 
for instance, the State of Tennessee. 
olina, in 1789, made a most munificent grant to the 
State of Tennessee—of lands within her limits, 
subject, however, to the satisfaction of North Car- 
olina military land warrants. 

It turns out, as I understand it, that not one cent 
was ever realized by the General Government out 
of that grant; and what was not taken to satisfy 
North Carolina military land warrants, was of- 
fered for sale at twelve and a half cents per acre 
from year to year, and would not bring that sum 


was granted free of charge to the State of Tennessee, 
and I understand that even now any person may 
obtain a title to a tract of these lands transferred 
to him, by paying the clerk of the county in 
which they lie his fees, (sev eity-five cents,) for his 
services in preparing the papers. A portion of 
these lands are bestowed upon settlers free of all 
‘ hare, ex sept the fee of seventy-five cents to the 
officer, and yet, when we cometo talk about the 
new States of Missouri, Llinois, Wisconsin, Lowa, 
and others of the new States and Territories, every 
acre of land granted by the General Government 
is set down at $1 25 an acre. | repeat, there is 
nota State in this Unjon, and never has been at 
any time, when the wild lands would be worth, 
taken together, $1 25 per acre. How is it with 
Illinois? T believe it denied, that Llinois 
has the largest proportion of agricultural lands of 
any State inthe Union. She does not compete 
with her sister State Missouri, in the variety and 
ibundance of ores, but in respect of her farming 
land, her fertile and productive soil, not one of 
the States of this Union can compare with the 
State of Illinois. Is the land im that State 
worth a dollar and a quarter? Notso. I doubt 
whether, upon an average, it is worth fifty cents 
an acre. We have prairies there that would as- 
tonish aman who had been raised in a timbered 
country, and used to clearing his farm by cutting 
down largt : 


Is not 


trees, rolling logs in the spring, and 
retting off dead timber from his fields. We have 
very large prairies there, extending one hundred 
and fifty to two hundred miles in length, inter- 
spersed, to be sure, with timber. You may travel 
from Chicago, upon the lake, south, for one hun- 
dred and fifty miles through a prairie country, and 
it is one vast body of land, and for richness and 
fertility of soil, is not to be surpassed upon this 


continent, ‘The prairies in this section are some 


of them fifleen, twenty, and thirty miles in width. | 
How long, in the course of ordinary settlement, 
per | 


will it be before these lands are sold at $1 25 


acre, Without eXtraneous aid. I venture to say, 


that they would not be settled within one hundred | 


years. 
The last Congress granted to Illinois, Missis- 


sippi, aud Alabama, alternate sections of land for | 
the construction of the Mobile and Chicago Rail- | 
Phat road passes through this prairie coun- |} 


road 


Members, by looking to their | 
own States, will see that the estimatien of all lands 


North Car- | 


| Missouri or Iowa railroad bill. 


| -woting for it. 
am perfectly willing to state to the gentleman that | 
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try, and will run from fifty to sixty miles, and in 1 
some places much rreater distances, W ithout hav- i 
ing any considerable elevation or depression to | 


overcome, and across the most beautiful country 
for a railroad that can be found in the Union. 


The passing of that railroad from north to south, | 


will bring into market those lands which would 


not be sold for a century to come, and gives to | 


this Government $2 50 per acre for land which 
could not be sold for fifi y cents per acre without 
the road. That is the effect which that railroad 
will bring about. That railroad will be made, and 


it will enable the people of, the North, and of the | 
Northwest, to exchange the products of that coun- | 
It wil j 


try for the products of the Southwest. 
enable the people of Illinois, in other words, to 
exchange corn, beef, and pork, with the people of 


the Southern States for their cotton, rice, and | 


sugar. 
Now, I will saya word in regard to my friends 
from Ohio. I find from indications heretofore 


made upon this floor, that somé of our friends in | 


that State intend te vote against these Missouri 
and Iowa roads. Iam astonished to find that any 


| representative from the State of Ohio would for a 
| moment entertain the proposilion of voting against 


these projects. These bills, as far as I have ex- 
amined them, and as far as [ can judge of the 


geography of the country, are well conceived, and 


the roads are judiciously located. They are roads |! 
pointing to the Atlantic and Pacific, and which, | 


therefore, connect themselves in an eminent degree 
with the interests of Ohio. 

Mr. MEACHAM (here interrupung) made an 
inquiry, which was inaudible to the reporter. 


Mr. FICKLIN, (resuming. ) 


of Ohio should think of voting against either the 
The eastern con- 
nection of these roads must pass, of necessity, 


| through the State of Ohio. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. If the gentle- 


| man from Illinois will give way, I will move that 
| the House adjourn. 
even at the presenttime. Afterwards, in 1846, land || 


[Cries of ** No! No! No!’’] 
Mr. FICKLIN. There seems to be: 


was about to remark, in regard to the State of 


Ohio, that she has had for internal improvements | 
some lands, but not toa very great extent, con- | 
| sidering the 


wealth and character of the 
She has, however, had a considerable amount. 


The feelings of the people of Ohio, it seems to me, | 


must be coincident with the feelings of the people 
of Illinois. [ would as soon have expected to 
have found my friends around me from Indiana 
opposing this road, as my friends from Ohio. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. 
man would particularize. 


Mr. FICKLIN. 


their opposition by speeches upon this floor. 
Mr. STANTON. I am in favor of the bill. 
Mr. FICKLIN. 1am glad to learn this fact. 
Mr. TAYLOR. 
among those who are said to be opposed to these 
grants for internal improvements in the Western 
State@ and | will avail myself of the courtesy of 
the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Fickusy,] to 


make one statement, which I think is due to Ohio, | 


which [ have the honor in part to represent. It is 


frequently mentioned in debate, that Ohio has had | 
| a larger proportion of the public lands granted to | 
her for internal improvements than any other | 


Western State. Thisisnotso. I understand that 
Illinois has had a grant of about 2,000,000 for in- 
ternal improvements; and I had much pleasure in 
Indiana has had more than Ohio. I 


I am ready to vote for these appropriations to aid 
Missouri in her internal improvements. 
wish the policy of the majority of this House 
would so modify the present bill as to allow a 
grant to the railroad from the western portion of 
the country, through Missouri, [linois, Indiana, 
and Ohio, to connect with the great internal im- 
provements of the State of Maryland, by which 
we might have a great national work, from the 
western limits of the United States to the east, 
worthy of the nation. Such a work shal! have 
my hearty approval. 

Mr. FICKLIN. I thank my friend for his ex- 
pression of interest in this matter, and am glad to 


| ground upon which I expect their votes, 


l was remarking, | 
| that I was astonished that any one from the State 


' tory of that State for the last few years, will find 


| what gigantic efforts she has made in laudable and 


general | 
| disposition that I should go on with my remarks, | 
| and it accords with my own feelings to do su. | 


State. | 


L wish the gentle- | 


Two gentlemen [Mr. Sweer- | 
| ser and Mr. Carrrer] have already indicated | 


I do not like to be considered | 


I only | 


| it—that the _— up of these great thorough: 
n 
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find thathe is right. I hope he will ob 
floor before the discussion is through 
the benefit of his eloquence. 

Mr. CARTTER, (interrupting.) If the , 7 
tleman from Illinois is anxious to find a sted : 
from Ohio who will oppose this system of 


ain the’ 


’ and rive 


‘s ie 





priation, peace I can accommodate him “PPro 

Mr. FICKLIN. Oh no. I know a comm, 
already, and that is sufficient for me. | have... 
wish to wake up any more of them. an 

The State of Ohio is a star of the first pyoo . 
tude—one of the first States in this Uni vn. it 7 
internal improvements are progressing wi), A 


steadiness and rapidity which do her eredin. ‘la. - 
not place her vote for this bill upon the eyo, a 

that she has received large grants of land from +), 
Government, but upon the ground that the | 
visions of the bill are right, and that Ohio, Pens, 
sylvania, Maryland, New York, Massachsey¢ 
and most of the New England States, are dipeo), 
interested in it, and cannot oppose the bill with. ' 
voting against their own interests. That js jj, Ri 
when I see Massachusetts extending her roads f 
west, in order to invite the trade from the ores: 


valley of the Mississippi; when I see New Yop; 
extending her railroads to Buffalo and Dunkirk 
and enlarging her canals for the purpose of gettin: 
a share of that trade; when | see the struggles tha: 
were made by Pennsylvania in 1846-7 to exte 
her road from Philadelphia to Pittsburg; and whe 
I see the efforts that are being made by Maryla 
and Virginia to reach the Ohio river at Whee 
and Parkersburg, it seems to me that there ig 
blending of interests between these Atlantic States 
and the Mississippi valley which must ultimately 
give us their votes for these railroad bills. 

Now, how is it in regard to the State of Indi. 
ana? Any gentleman who will take up the his. 


he 





i 


praiseworthy improvements. They will find that 
five or six railroads, which are now im active oper- 
ation, concentrate in her.capital. 

My friend from Ohio (Mr. Tayton] seems t 
think that the railroad connection between this and 
the Wabash valley will not be complete. He can- 
not be aware of the fact, that the railroad fro: 
Madison by Indianapolis to Terre Haute, in th 
State of Indiana, is now completed, and that the 
portion first completed, from Madison to India 
apolis, has been doing a very heavy business a 
yielding very fair profits. Before the frosts 
another winter shall have visited us, the railroad 
connection between Boston, New York, Philade 
phia, and Baltimore on the east, and Terre Haut 
on the Wabash, will be completed, if not by dire 
lines, sufficiently so for all commercial purpose 
The honorable members from Ohio on this floor 
could not, if they would, resist those enterprises 
which are being carried on by the energy of their 
own State, and of the neighboring and adjac 
States. ' 

Mr. Speaker, this is no sectional question. T 
bills reported to this House asking grants of land 
for the States of Iowa, Missouri, Arkansas, A 
abama, Louisiana, and Mississippi, have be 
well considered, and the roads therein mentioned 
connect themselves with vast and great interests 
inthis country. You start by railroad from the 
city of Charleston, in South Carolina, pass! 
through Augusta and Atlanta, in Georgia, ¢ 
Chattanooga, in the State of Tennessee, the mal 
trunk continuing on to Nashville, Tennessee, & d 
a branch extending to Memphis, on the Missis- 
sippi river. There is to be, and must be, a connec: 
tion between Charleston, in South Carolina, and 
Louisville, in Kentucky; between Charleston and 
Memphis, and between the remotest points |i 
New England and the great Valley of the Missis 
sippi, by Boston, Albany, Buffalo, Chicago, and 
Cleaveland. There is, then, a unity of interests 
in regard ‘to these works that must command the 
support of our friends in the East, and of our 
friends in the South. 

Sir, it was well said by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts—much better said than I can say 





fares enables the people of ‘the West—an agricu!- 
tural people, to have their produce transported to 


| the Atlantic seaboard, either for consumption there 


or for further transportation to European markets 
It enables the people of the South to pursue their 
sugar and cotton planting, regardless of raising 








eb 19. 


Obtain th,* + ‘sions; because they can be furnished with all 

ind give y re »rovisions they need at cheaper rates, from | 
: . erain-growing States of the West. 

{ the pep. "tase usually sells upon the Atlantic seaboard, 


Memb, | heljeve, at from sixty cents to one dollar per 
| Of ann, che}, It frequently sells in my district, in the 
ciate of Illinois, at ten cents per bushel. Hun- 
de of thousands of bushels of corn are raised 
I have eal and used 1 stall-feeding cattle in winter, 
- hich. in the spring, are driven to the Boston, 
St nag ew York, and Philadelphia markets. What you 
n. He want, then, gentlemen, Is cheap transportation. 
if With , hs you cheapen transportation, you give to the 
: lo ngumer the food necessary to sustain him at a 
ne ground ‘wor rate than he can otherwise get it. It is 
sheaper to send produce a thousand miles by rail- 
d than to send it a hundred miles on wheels by 
nO, Penn. orse-power 
ACH User(s Let it be understood that I do not advocate this 
re directly ‘unon the ground that the State of Missouri 
ut wit - not received quite as much as another State. 
hat ig th, Rut I place it upon the broad ground that these 
. Now, ds are for the benefit of all; that the granting 
“er road salternate sections of the public lands does not 


the ores : anything to the General Government, because 


Yew York >» yeserved sections—the price of which is in- | 


eased to $2 50 per acre—will yield as much 
Of gettin: F ooney, and in less time, than the whole would if 
eS that e improvements were not made. 

> Xt Gentlemen from New York are more familiar 
and whe h this subject than I am, but statistics which | 
ry! -ye seen convince me that much of that portion 
eling ‘New York lying between Buffalo and Dunkirk, 
ere is | , Lake Erie, and Albany, would have been still 
tl tes wild country but for the canals and railroads 
Utimate)) have been run through it. As soon as those 
; oads and canals were in successful operation, 
t Ind yds went up at once to a higher price. 

he his. | have spoken of the immense value of the open- 
find ¢ of these great thoroughfares to the States of 
Massachusetts, New York, Maryland, Pennsyl- 
find that vania, and Ohie. Let not the gentleman from 
veo ‘ermont [Mr. Meacuam] suppose that there is 
e link in this great chain from the Green Moun- 





seems t ius to St. Joseph, in the State of Missouri, that 

his and be wanting. The energies of the American 
Hi ile are alive to this question. If this connection 
ad ot made by public lands, it will be made out of 


e, in private purses of capitalists. This undertaking 
“ vill be completed. ‘There is no doubt of that. 
En \nd the only question now is, will gentlemen from 
e old States, who havea faint hope that by hold- 
*back they can advance the tariff interest, or 
, ut they may possibly get a portion of these lands 
atta r the old thirteen States, gain anything by so 
‘1 It is not probable that any portion of 
ry Cirect hose lands will ever be granted to the old thirteen 
Siates. The new States will never submit to it— 
e measure would be fraught with much evil and 

ery ‘ rood. 
"d as Mr. CHANDLER. Are we tounderstand the 

Ah nats) 


gentleman, that whether or not geritlemen from 
e Eastern States support these measures, they 
| get neither the advantages of ‘a tariff nor any 


P tand uon of the public lands? 
sas, A Mr. FICKLIN. So far as I am concerned, I 
re bee candidly say to the gentleman that I cannot 
IO) { ; a 


te for his tariff. 

nterests Mr. CHANDLER. I have no tariff But I 
1 the ieard the gentleman talking some time since about 

ing cuttunge down trees and rolling logs, and I want to 

t ow who itis who has been log-rolling in con- 

ection with this measure. 

ind Mr. FICKLIN. I must say to the gentleman 

s ‘hat | cannot join him in log-rolling. 

ronnec- Mr. CHANDLER. I do not ask it. 

1, and Mr. LETCHER. I should like to ask the ger- 


A Veman from Illinois a question. I come from one 


ints i i those old States, and 1 should like to understand 
Missis whether the gentleman from Illinois, who says 

, and t these lands should be dedicated to a system 
terests internal improvements, would be willing to 
nd the vote the Virginia and Tennessee Railroad, or the 
of our 


Ventral Railroad of my State; a portion of these 
ands, if this general system prevails ? 

1 from Mr. FICKLIN. IT answer the gentleman by 
in say ‘aying, that we propose to grant alternate sections 
rough “ong the line of the roads named in this bill, and 
rricul- | would be willing to grant alternate sections along 


ted to ‘he line of the roads which the gentleman has 
) there mentioned. 


rkets. ; Mr. LETCHER. We have no alternate sec- 
e thei: ‘ons of publi€é lands along the line of the road. 
aising Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. I want to ask the 
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gentleman if he proposes to bring the lands into other citizens of Wisconsin, asking that land warrants may 
the State of Virginia ? oo aoe gna Fall 
TOR ; : 1 30, t petiuon of Owen Salish , Thoma allon, 
Mr. FICKLIN. Itis about as probable that || .4!* Sel ar tchon a eee 
; , rc i E and ¢ a, zens of Dakota, for a post route from Madi 
these lands will be transferred from the new States || son to Waupaka Falls. by M 


mntello, Dakota, and Wauto 
and placed, section by section, along the lines of || ma 


the roads in the old States, as to suppose that || _ “!s®, ‘he petition of J. M, Dart and others, for the same 
, they will be ceded to them. It is outof the ques Aten. ' o Edward Smith. BC, Jones. and 
tion. Itis bad enough for the General Govern- cher citiz of Neenah, for a gr ant of tandt aid the Rock 
ment to be the proprietor of the lands in the new”)! River \ y Union Railroad Company in the construction 
States; but they would not for a moment tolerate Prd Sag ee > ar ' 
the idea of a sister State exercising similar pow call cihbai ' a Sn Me en ee See 
ers. tN 4 \ WK, ASAINE al it re s ‘ . rein neni an 
I will say to the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. by Mr. EDGERTON: The memorial of the assistant 
Lercnuen,} that‘ the old States once owned thes oe . va we FS CORSY 5 SAD, scitione! Samper 
lands, and gave them up; and now I ask, does it "By Mr. te YD. of New York: The r oe 
come witha good grace from them to ask them | citize: Washington, New York, a t further ex 
back again ? : tens Woodworth patent 
Mr. AVERETT. _ I ask whether Virginia eve: , New Ye : a i roars = ae . an ‘i —— 
gave up her interest in these lands as one of the || fiom the town of Fort Ann, county of Washington, New 
United States? York,t nch Moustain post office, Warren county, New 
Mr. FICKLIN. She has ceded them away || ¥ 0°, @ distance of about twe aves 
once, and now it would look childish for her to Mn deget Es - oe ' ; aunty, Pen sale on ‘Iso t 
come here and ask them back again. urvit! Scere, ecldiere, toute, ond 2 whee an ' en 
Mr. AVERETT. She has ceded them to th widow and children of those deceased who have served in 
United States, but she has not ceded her right to A m graying ‘cagrere © & soa ine § ' 
i Sel f >, J ) past : ea 


them as one of the partners of the firm. vat ended to be benefited by s 
Mr. FICKLIN. The deed of cession of Vi: e hundred and sixty acres of land 
rinia conveyed to the General Government all of By M CEVENS, of Pennsylvania: The petition. of 
her right to the Northwest territory, and all ques- itigens of FYGARR county, PONRATIVENA, ECONO 
| tions in regard to them are . of nece ssitv. | twe } = . n ! ie p f Parker water 
the General Government and the States in which Also, memorial by a large nen 
the lands are located. How long it may be be Lancast ty, Pennsylvania testing ‘inst the re 
' fore these twelve land States, with California, a mt ee F et 
assert and maintain their right to these lands, ré ¢ Hanover and York. ¥ nty, Pean 
mainsto beseen. [twill not probably be lon | ‘ that under the p t tariff foreien cigars 
will not detain the House longer are la imported into this count ut 
Mr. ORR obtained the floor, but yielded it to sont on nodifi a coated need 
Mr. ROBBINS, on whose motion the Hous vet 
adjourned until to-morrow \iso, a memorial of the late quarterly meet of the Re 


PETITIONS, &« By Mr. GAYLORD: T petit of Da Ki 

The following memorials, petitions, &c., were presented ther ciuzens oO . ton county, * 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees REWON GE GS POlne Se ee pee jormain f 

By Mr. PARKER, of Indiana: The petition of Georg« 
Catlin, that his American Indian Collection Portraits, ; 
Dresses, Weapons, Ornaments, &c., be pu: Fat 
Government, and thus secured to the American people ry a 

By Mr. BRENTON The petition of James & Collins, : 
an assistant marshal for taking the Seventh Census in [nd 
ana, praying additional compensation. : sae ; a 

By Mr. PARKER, of Pennsylvania: The memorial of ths ek 2 ; ar ia ; 
Thomas Rees and 19 others, citizeus of Blair county, Penn 
sylvania, praying for the establishment of an Agricuttural 
Bureau by Congress. 

Also, the inemorial of W.L. Africaand l5 others, citizens 
of Blair county, Pennsylvania, of like tenor and import 

By Mr. ANDREWS: The petition of Samuel L. Day ‘ y 20, 1852 
and others, fur the erection of a light-house at ‘J t’ ; _— ’ — 
Harbor, St. George, Maine. 

Also, one of Lucy B. Roberts, for a pension. 7 , i 

By Mr. BUELL: Three remonstrances, with 350 signa On m vy Mr. WALKER, 1 
tures, from Herkimer county, New York, against the r ( Th 
newal of the Woodworth patent. ea veek t lera 

$y Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana: The petition of the President t ! ! uN 
and Directors of the Mississippi and Atlantic Railroad Com 
pany, praying a grant of the right of way and a donation of 
a portion of the public lands, tor the construction of a rail 
road from the State line, opposite Terre Haute, Indiana, to t report cretary Of ft rt 
INinoistown, on the Mississippi river, opposite the city of heret © ordered to | t t eotthe I 
St. Louis. ury D t ! 

Also, the memorial of John Cowgill, Elisha Cowgill, PETITIONS. 

William Albin, and Andrew Johnston, of the State of Indi \Y EWARI ; - | 
ana, praying additional compensation for their services a if. Om) vi’ | ented ‘ emoriat of Da 
assistant marshals in taking the Seveuth Censu « vid Hull, pravine t f 

ty Mr. KURTZ: The memorial of a large number of thre 
citizens of York, county, Pennsylvania, praying Cor , 
to enact such laws as will more effectually preserve th ~— , 

anctity of the Sabbath than those at present in existence “AN CHUIZENS aL ' uwies which was reterre 

By Mr. FITCH: The petition of J. F. Stok: sistant to the Committee } 
marshal of Pulaski county, Indiana, asking additional com Vi WADE pr ited { _— f 
pensation for services in taking the census i : =! 

By Mr. LANE: The petition of Edward Jones and others, ee 
citizens of San Francisco, praying appropriations for u Ohio, vine clits al "me ames 
survey of the mouth of the Umpqua river, and for the er were ferred to the Committe rE 
tion of a light- house, and for other purposes \I 1) 

Also, the memorial of the Legislative Assembly of ron ae . ° ; .. 
praying an appropriation for the improvement of Ure nav tizens OW yare 
gation of Tam Hill river, in said Territory. of citize f Satem, in that S , In favor of ae 

Also, the memorial of the Legislative Assembly of Or: na ! dtot rT) fe and 
gon, for the improvement of the Willamette river. Ty onns af 4 j ’ Bluffs Ratlroads: which 

Also, the petition of R. M. Walker and 70 others, for a rae : ny . 
road from the Missouri to the Willamette river, in Oregon. were ordered to ae i 

Also, the resolutions of the Legislative Assembly of Ore Mr. FOOT pre ted the petition of Eliza Ann 
gon, praying for sundry amendments to the donation land Ellison, only child and heir of David Lund, | 
law of said Territory, &c. — 

Also, the petition of citizens of Oregon, praying the pur : idee le +) : ae 
chase and survey of a portion of the country east of the last war with Grea Bri ain, wien was relerrea 
Cascade range. to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Oregon, for amendment Also, a remonsStrance of citizens of Rut 
| of land laws, &e. y ‘ounty, Vermont 
| By Mr. DOTY: The petition of Daniel W. Hubbard, for cme "a? . a 

pay for carrying the mail from Greea Bay to Copper Har W oodworth’s patent; which was referred 
bor. Committee on Patents and the Patent Office 

Also, a petition for a mail route from Ripon, by Sacra Mr. MILLER presented a petitio if citizena 

mento, Poysipi, Little River, and Weyanweya, to Mukwa, 


to view tne 0 ' tne té soard of Com 


é in’ a pel ion for the ervices of her tf er in tive 


, against the further extension ¢ 


in Wisconsin of New Jersey, praying that the introduction ot 
Also, the petition of Chapin M. Seley, L. Leach, and || foreign convicts, felons, nd paupers, into this 


Ca 
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country may be prohibited by law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SMITH presented a petition of citizens of 
Waterbury, Connecticut, praying the construc- 
tion of a ship canal around the Sault Ste. Marie; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JAMES presented a petition of journey- 
men cigar makers of Providence, Rhode Island, 
praying an increase of the duties on cigars; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DAWSON presented the memorial of Cap- 
tain L. MeLaws, of the United States Army, 
praying the difference between the pay of a lieu- 
tenant and that of a captain in the staff, the duty | 
of which he performed; and the same additional 
compensation for the time he served in New Mex- 
ico aS was allowed to officers in Oregon and Cali- 
fornia during the years 1849, 1850, and 1851; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented a resolution of the 
Common Council of the city of Jefferson, Indiana, 
communicating information in relation to the Lou- 
isville and Portland Canal; which was referred to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. DOWNS presented a memorial of under- 
writers of New Orleans, praying the enactment of 
a law to prevent needless detentions and expenses 
in proceedings in admiralty; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FISH presented a petition of passed mid- 
shipmen in the Navy, praying thata separate grade 
may be established by law, with an increase of 
pay for that class of officers; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also,a memorial of Henry Grinnell and others, 
citizens of New York, praying that another expe- 
dition may be fitted out to search for Sir John | 
Franklin; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BRADBURY presented a memorial of as- 
sistant marshals for taking the Seventh Census in 
Somerset county, Maine, praying additional com- 
pensation; which was referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 

Also, sundry documents in relation to the im- 
positions practiced upon passengers by steamers 
to California; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented a communication 
from citizens of Brunswick, Maine, complaining 
of the treatment received by passengers going to 
and from California; which was»referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FELCH presented two petitions of citi- 
zens of Michigan, praying a grant of land to the 
State, to aid in the construction of the Oakland 
and Ottawa Railroad; which were referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


WHEELING BRIDGE. 


Mr. HUNTER. I present the memorial of 
thirty-six members of the Legislature of Pennsy!- 
vania, stating that the Wheeling bridge, in their 
opinion, is not such an obstruction to navigation 
as to make it a nuisance, and praying that Con- 
gress will protect it. I have no doubt that similar 
movements will be made in portions of the States 
of Pennsylvania, Virginia, and perhaps Ohio, | 
calling upon Congress to protect this bridge, by | 
making it a mail route, as, according to the opin- || 
ion of the Supreme Court, might be done. This 
is one of the gravest and most important commer- 
cial questions that has ever been raised by the de- 
cison of that or any other court, for it involves || 
nothing less than a question as between the rights || 
of those who prosecute commerce over navigable || 
streams by bridges and railroads, and those who || 
prosecute tt along the water line in boats and ves- || 
sels. If [ am correctly informed in relation to 
that decision, it will be left to the pleasure of that 
court to say whether the bridges which are erected | 
by all the States, not only over rivers which vo 
through more than one State, but over rivers which 
flow entirely within the limits of one State, are to 
remain or not. These are some of the gravest || 
questions certainly which could be presented, and || 
involve a jurisdiction which, I must be here per- 
mitted to state, a Marshall has refused to take and 
a Taney has pronounced a grave error. I move || 
that the petition be read, printed, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. | 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Ihave the joint resolution || 


HE CONGRESSIONAL 


| reading. 


| passed to the second reading. 


of the Legislature of Pennsylvania upon the same 
subject, which resolution expresses a determina- 
tion to persist in the suit which has been institu- 
ted. Lagree with the honorable Senator from Vir- 
ginia, that the question is a very important one, 
and I therefore hope that the Committee on the 
Judiciary will give it very great consideration. 


referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The motion was agreed to. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. BRIGHT, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of John Spencer, on the files 


of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Public 
} Lands. | 


On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 


Ordered, Thatthe petition of Elisha W. B. Moody, on 
the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Revo- 


| lutionary Claims, to which was referred the me- 


morial of Avery Downer, asked to be discharged 
from the further consideration of the same, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
It was so referred. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred the memorial of sun- 


dry merchants of New York, praying for correc- | 


tion of errors in the practice of the Warehouse 
laws, asked to be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the same, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Finance. It was so referred. 
Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Revolution- 


ary Claims, to which was referred the memorial of || 


Cornelius Oakley, reported adversely thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of the representatives of 
Henry King, praying compensation for services 
rendered by him in the war of the Revolution, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill for their 
relief; which was read and passed to the second 
The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to which was referred the memorial of Jas. 


Glynn, praying to be reimbursed moneys lost | 
while im his charge, submitted a report, accom- 


panied by a bill for his relief; which was read and 


ordered to be printed. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on || 
| Pensions, submitted adverse reports on the follow- 


ing petitions, which were ordered to be printed: on 
the petition of Abigail Brown, the widow of Eb- 
enezer Brown; onthe petition of Nathaniel Mother- 
head; and on the petition of Esther Scollay. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill for the relief of William Be- 
dient, late a sergeant in the fourth regiment of 
Artillery, reported back the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report; which was ordered 
o be printed. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee of Claims, 
to which was referred the memorial of the widow 
of William Riley, asked to be discharged from 


the further consideration of the same, and that it || 
be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary | 


Claims; which was agreed to. 
SISTERS OF VISITATION. 


Mr. SEWARD, agreeably to previous notice, || 
| asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to in- || 
corporate the Sisters of Visitation, of Washing- | 


ton, in the District of Columbia; which was read 


a first and second time by its title, and referred | 
| to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 


SALARIES OF DISTRICT AND CIRCUIT JUDGES. 


Mr. COOPER submitted the following resolu- | 
| tion for consideration: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 


structed to inquire into the expediency of increasing the 
salary of the district judge of the United States for the 
eastern district of Pennsylvania, so as thatit shall hereafter 


be the same as that of the district judge of the United | 


States for the southern district of New York. 


Mr. RHETT submitted the following resolu- || 
| tion; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary ba in- | 
| structed to inquire into the expediency of increasing the 


salaries of the circuit judges of the District of Columbia. 
RECESS. 


On motion, it was ordered, that when the Sen- 


ate adjourns it be to Monday next. 


LOBE 


|| 


| move that these resolutions be read, printed, and | 


The report was | 


The Senate proceeded to consider the res, 

submitted yesterday by Mr. Bropugap. ;, 

| tion to contracts for dry docks; and the 
| was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE House, 


A message from the House of Representat), 
|, was received by Mr. P. Barry Hays, Chief (,.." 
announcing that it had passed a bill for the 
of the heirs of John Jackson; also, a bill for the 
relief of Gustavus A. De Russy, lJate an a 
purser in the Navy, and requesting the co; ue 
rence of the Senate therein. : _ 
| The above-named bills were severally read 
| first and second time by their titles, and re; 
| the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


| MILEAGE OE THE DELEGATE FROM OREGON 
Mr. BRIGHT. I desire to ask leave of 4), 


Senate to take up the bill regulating the mileace o¢ 
| the Delegate from Oregon; and I move to syers,3 
the order of business that the Senate may take “ 
that bill. f - 

Mr. CLARKE. I beg leave to sueves, , 
|the honorable Senator from Indiana, that th. 
‘ honorable Senator from North Carolina, { tr 
Manevum,] who made the motion to lay this hj) 
upon the table, is not now in his seat, supposing, 
as | believe, that the day would be appropriated 
to the consideration of the private bills. | hay. 
/an amendment to offer to the bill in regard tp 
_ mileage when it shall come up, but not Supposing 
that it would come up to-day, I am not now pre. 
‘mages to offer it. I hope, therefore, that it will not 
e taken up, but that the day will be devoted tg 
| private bills. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I shall not insist on my mo. 
tion if any Senator objects, saying he has an 
|} amendment to offer; but I had hoped that this 
measure would not be embarrassed with amend- 
| ments. It relates merely to the mileage of one 
| gentleman, General Lane, the Delegate from Ore- 
gon. Iam sorry that he is singled out and fol. 
| lowed with such opposition. It presents a novel 
| case, and I am entirely unprepared to meet it. | 
cannot divine in my own mind the reason why it 
is so. However, if the Senator has an amend- 
| ment which he desires to offer, not general in its 
| character, but intended to reach the case of Gen- 
| eral Lane alone, I shall not object to allowing the 
| bill to lie over. But if he intends to offer an 
| amendment bringing up the question generally as 
to the equalization of the mileage of members, | 
shall object. 

Mr. CLARKE. Ihave an amendment to offer, 
| which is not of a general character to be sure. If 
it is the pleasure of the Senate to take up this bill, 
I will prepare that amendment and offer it to-day, 
but [ should be very sorry to see to-day consumed 
| in the discussion of this bill in preference to pri- 

vate bills. I hope the bill will i suffered to lie 
| until Monday, and then I will be ready with my 
;amendment. By pursuing that course the private 
| bills before the Senate will not suffer. It is of 
very little importance whether this question is set- 
| tled to-day or Monday. 1 hope it will not be 
taken up. 
| Mr. BRIGHT. As I do not wish to interfere 
| with the private business which is set apart for 
| this day, T withdvaw my motion. 
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THOMAS H. LEGGETT. 

The Senate resumed the consideration, as '0 
| Committee of the Whole, of the bill for the relie! 

of Thomas H. Leggett. 

Mr. SEWARD. This is a bill which has 
been reported from the Committee on Commerce, 
|| for the relief of Thomas H. Leggett, survivor of 
| the firm of Thomas H. Leggett & Co. The facts 
are contained in the report, which I ask may ve 
read. 

The Senate read the report, a synopsis of the 
contents of which has already been published. 

Mr. SEWARD... This case can scarcely b¢ 
'| submitted more simply or more fully than it) 
| stated in the report; but I will, perhaps, be able to 





| present it more distinctly in a few words. Thomas 
| H. Leggett & Co. were, in the year 1828, mer 
‘| chants in the city of New York. This firm, 
| the fall of 1827, made a contract for the manu: 
| facture of certain goods in England to be delivered 
| in the ensuing spring. The cost of the goods _ 
|| $6,786. In the month of May, the tariff act © 

|| 1828 was passed. The duty on these goods was 
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1852. 
-_—— a 
: eo much thai it amounted to the sum of | 
“—r ‘being within $1,319 of the entire cost of 
~oices. The duty under the previous act 
wid have been $2,200 only. The goods were 
yee eed within three or four days after the passage 
‘he act, before the news of that event could have 
ven received in Liverpool, or before the order for 
. woods could in any way be countermanded. 
“ne petitioner, under these circumstances, applies 
a It appears that Congress has in a simi- | 
1. ease, that of John F. Lewis, in 1836, refunded 
hp difference between the duties under the differ- 
wy iariffs, under similar circumstances. 
5 Mr. HUNTER. I hope that this bill will not 
_-¢ Although, perhaps, an isolated act may be | 
arr’ to have been passed, involving the same 
orinciple as this, I apprehend that if we could |, 
ace the history of petitions of this kind, we 
“ wuld find that they have been almost unan- | 
ously refused. I know that since I have been 
member of the Committee of Finance, to which | 
a petitions have been generally referred, it has || 
heen the invariable rule to reject them. And if | 
[am not mistaken, this petition has been several 
times referred to that committee, and they have | 
refused to act upon it. When we come to con- | 
sider the nature of the application, we shall find 
that it would lead to innumerable demands upon 
the Treasury Department—demands in which, if 
we are to take the decisions of Congress, and the 
ievisiation of Cougress, there is no equity, at least | 
no such equity as would ever induce the Govern- 
ment to grant them. Why, it must be remem- 
bered that if we pass this bill, we shall have to go 
back to all the cases which have occurred under 
li of our tariffs, for in none of them has there | 
been a provision for those cases in which the car- 
goes were ordered before the bill was passed. In 
the tariff act of 1842, it was especially provided, 
that it should take effect upon its passage; and | 
know that it was one of the arguments against its | 
nassace—for I was then a member of the House of 
Representatives—that it would operate with hard- 
ship upon outstanding cargoes, upon ships having 
carvoes brought over under orders which had been | 
made before the passage of that tariff act. The | 
matter was then argued and considered, and Con- 
gress determined that that was one of the risks 
which the merchant had to take in the prosecution 
of his trade. Congress then refused to insert any || 
provision in order to meet these cases, and if we 
now begin to legislate on them, how many peti- 
tions will be sent to us from persons who ordered 
cargoes before the passage of the act of 1842, and 
had to pay duties under that act? - | 
We should have thus to reverse the whole policy | 
of our Government in relation to this subject; and | 
not only that, but we should open the door to in- | 
numerable frauds; for observe, this case goes be- | 
hind the tariff of 1828; and if this be a good case, 
every demand which is based upon a similar prin- | 
ciple, either in relation to that tariff or any other, | 
may be presented here, and we shall have to act 
upon it. It was suggested on a former occasion, by | 
aSenator, that if there be equity in returning to the || 
merchantduties which he has had thus to pay be- 
cause he ordered goods before the legislation under 
which they were entered, would it not be a good | 
rule to work it the other way, and say that those 
goods brought in under the tariff of 1846, when 
the duties were reduced, ought to pay under the 
triif of 1842, under which they were ordered ? 
Why would not that bea good rule? Because it 
would be impossible to ascertain exact justice in 
these cases or the precise state of the facts. It 
would lead to more mischiefs, to more frauds, | 
more difficulties, than we should ever remedy if we 
should attempt to legislate upon this subject. Iam | 
‘ree to say that, in relation to the tariff of 1842, I || 
would have voted for any provision which gave the | 
merchant notice; but such was not the pleasure of i 
Congress; such was not theaction of the Govern- || 
ment. They determined that they would not; and | 
4m not now for opening the matter in this piece- |! 
meal way, when it cafinot be remedied, but when 1] 
may lead to very great and serious mischief. I | 
hope this bill will not be passed; for my word for |) 
it, if it is passed, you will have numbers of such || 
cases presented for consideration. 
_Mr. SEWARD. It seems to me that the ob- | 


65,40! 


The pe“ 
for reef. 


ye the learned and honorable Senator from 
irginia amounts to just this: If we do justice and |; 
*quity in this case, we may be called upon to do | 
hat argument does not 


0 in some other cases. 
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commend itself either to my judgment or to my | 
sense of what is right on the part of the Govern- 
ment. I will briefly state again the peculiar facis 
‘These importers were merchants in 
the city of New York in the years 1527 and 1828. 
They contracted in Liverpool, in the fall of 1827, 
for the delivery of invoices of goods, among which 
was an article called ‘ bocking baize,’’ and their 
contract was, that these goods should be delivered 
in the spring following; that is, the spring of 1828. 
Congress, in the month of May, 1828, revised the 
tariff. By the tariff, as it stood at the time the 
contract was made, the duties, when levied, would 
have amounted to $2,200 50, while the cost of the 
articles in Liverpool was $6,786 15; so that the 
duties, at the time the purchase was made, were 
about one third of the cost of the articles. By the 
revision of the duties then imposed, the effect of 
which, and of course the design of which, was to 
prohibit the importation of these articles, and to 
induce the manufacture of them in this country, 
theduties were raised fifty per cent.,and amounted 
when the goods were received, to $5,467; being 
within $1,319 of the cost—in other words, about 
four fifths of the cost of the invoices in Europe. | 


| This tariff act, which was passed in May, was 


directed to take effect on the 30th of June tollow- 
ing. Pursuant to the original contract, the goods 


| were shipped from Liverpool within three or four 


days after the passage of theact. Being so shipped 
they arrived here just three or four days after the 
act took effect. ‘here was no possibility of antici- | 


| pating such achange. There was no possibility of 
| giving notice to rescind the contract, See 


the exportation of the goods from Liverpool. | 
They came here in time to be subjected to the in- 
creased duty; and by that change in the policy of 


| the Government the importers lost some $3,000. | 


It is said that there is no equity in requiring the 
Government to pay damages which result to its | 
citizens from the change of its laws. I agree that 
it is the duty of every citizen to know the laws of | 
the land; but in making laws affecting revenue, 


such as laws for the imposition of duties, there is 


an equitable obligation on the part of the Govern- 
ment to give reasonable notice of the change of the 
system of revenue before the law goes into effect. 
In all the tariff acts except one, this timely notice 
has been given. The tariff act of 1832 was passed | 
on the 14th of July of that year, but the time at 
which it was to take effect was postponed to the 
3d day of March, 1833. The act of 1833 was 
sudand de the 2d of March of that year, and was | 
declared to take effect on the 3lst of December, | 
The act of 1846 was passed on the 30th 
day of July, but it did not go into effect until the 
first of December following. 
Mr. RHETT. Will the Senator state when | 
the act of 1842 went into effect ? 
Mr. SEWARD. The act of 1842 went into | 
effect immediately, as the honorable Senator from | 
Virginia has stated; and it is suggested to me that 
the reason for that was, that at the time it was 


| passed it was supposed there was no existing rev- 


enue laws in force; and therefore that case was an 
exception. AsI have said, it is the duty of the 
citizen to take notice of the laws of the land, but 
it is not the duty of the citizen to take notice of 
the laws before they are passed; and he has an | 
equitable and just claim upon the Government if 
they levy assessments which shall affect contracts 


_ which he has made without giving him adequate 


time to provide for a change of his business so as 
to meet the change in the policy of the Govern- 
ment. As I have said,an act like this has already 
been passed, and the principle of that act is the | 
same as that involved inthis bill. Itisnow along | 
time since the year 1828. If this consideration | 
addresses itself to the Senate, then I will say that 
there is no reason to apprehend a great number of | 
applications of this sort; and if there were, justice 
would require that they should be considered and | 
disposed of upon principles such as would prevail | 
between private individuals. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Were the goods con- 
sumed in the country? 

Mr. SEWARD. They were. The cost of the | 
goods was $6,786: the ee upon them | 
amounted to $5,467. Itis a difference more than | 
$3,000 between the duties existing at the time the | 
contract was made and the duties the parties paid 
when the goods were entered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to make a sug- | 
gestion. 


I asked the gentleman from New York, |, fore we claim indemnity? 
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whether these goods were consumed in this coun- 
try; and he gave an affirmative answer. Now it 
seems to me, that when the importer brought 
goods here and paid the duty, he must have i- 
demnified himself by putting the duty upon the 
price paid for the article when it was sold. If he 
has done that, and obtained his indemnity in that 
way, it would be strange if we should pay it to 
him again. If he brought the goods here, and 
found a change in the tariff law, it would be very 
strange indeed if he would not put on the en- 
hanced price resulting from the increased duty. I 
think a merchant would hardly neglect doing that, 
hence it strikes me that he must have been indem- 
nified for the increased duty which he had to pay. 
1 am not prepared to say that importing merchants 
should not always risk the legislation of the coun- 
try. 1 do not know that the basis upon which 
this gentleman asks relief ought to be conceded. 
I do not know that we ought to change our legis- 
lation, because an individual may say that he 
made a contract for goods in a foreign country, 
and expected to have them entered at the custom 
house here, under the old law. It seems to me 
that the Government cannot act in its legislation 
on views of that sort, although it might be well in 
passing a tariff law, to let it go into operation 
prospectively, with a view to provide for such 
cases. Butif the Government has not chosen to 
postpone the operation of the law, so as to give the 
merchant notice—which I admit would be in gen- 
eral a good rule—and hasallowed the act to go into 
operation immediately, it is most manifest that a 
merchant, whose goods arrived in the country 
under the increased rate of duties, would indemnify 
himself by increasing the price of the goods. In 
that point of view, it seems to me, according to the 
information communicated by the Senator from 
New York, this individual must have been already 
indemnified. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from New York 
says that my argument is, that if we pay the claim 
in this case, we might perhaps pay many more 
equally just. Not at all. My argument is, that 
if we attempt to do justice with the imperfect in- 


—. 


| formation and imperfect means which we have of 


ascertaining what the case is, in the attempt to do 
justice in one case we may perhaps do injustice to 
the Government in sanctioning a hundred frauds. 
I said also, that we should fail in doing justice, 
because it would be impossible to ascertain the 
facts on which these demands were made, even if 
we were to admit the principle which Congress has 
heretofore refused to admit, that we are bound to 
rectify all the losses to individuals which may 
have been occasioned by our legislation on the 
subject of duties. Congress has determined that 
that is a risk which the merchant must take. 
Whether they decided rightfully or wrongfully, I 
do not now pretend to say; nor is it necessary for 
me to say. If the subject was brought up at the 
time when the transaction was recent and fresh, 
when everybody was informed in relation to it, the 
claim might have been allowed if it was thought 
that justice required it. But if they postponed it, 
and at this late period of time we come to act upon 
an isolated case, we cannot do justice. What is 
the evidence in this case? How do we know that 
these goods were ordered beforehand, and without 
a knowledge of this legislation? I suppose there 
is no other evidence as to that than the words of 
the importer. How do we know that he did not 
remunerate himself, if not for the whole, at least 
for a portion of the duties, by the additional price 
which he charged the consumer? How can we 
ascertain that?) And if he did put on the addi- 
tional price, as suggested by the Senator from 
Kentucky, surely he ought not now to have 
this money returned to him by the Government. 
How can we undertake to act upon the princi- 
ile, that when the interests of a private individual 
os been injured by general legislation we will 
ascertain the amount of his damages and remuner- 
atehim? Why, there was a largeclass of persons 


'in this country who believed that they were in- 


jured by the passage of the tariff act of 1842, who 
planted large quantities of cotton, expecting to get 
more than they did get for it under that tariff, and 
upon whom that financial measure came with al- 
most ruinous force. Are they to come here and 
say tous, We lost so much by your legislation: 
we planted so much cotton, and would have had 
such prices for it but for the tariff of '42, and there- 
Are any class of per- 
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sons to come here and say that ¢ our general legis- 
lation has inflicted this or that pecuniary damage 
ipon them, : and claim relief? If we once open the 
tote to inquiries of that sort, it will lead to innu- 
merable frauds. 1 say it is the duty of the Gov- 
ernment notto embark i in any System of legislation 
hich will perhaps lead them into the practice of 
a hundred fri muds, without ina single i Instance ob- 
thining justice. 
Mr. SEWA RD. 
eentienran now is, 
168 sustained. 


The argument of the learned 
that there may have been no 
[t will be found, on looking at the 
: nents accompanying the the com- 

‘ 7e 5 . 

\ittee, that such 1s not the f Document No. 
3, shows that a heavy loss was su: I will 
rend from that document: 

“ Fourth question.—Did the goods + 

‘* Answer.—No; but a heavy loss 
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It was the time of square yard minimum 
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sonia to doe 
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unent No. 6, the following 


facts shown: 
“In the report made 
mittee said that we do 
that Congress has power to raise or lower the duties at 
pleagur ineaning, L suppose,atany moment. But is thi 
Has Congress ever acted upon or justified that prin 
iple On the contrary, las it not always been considered 
eit and proper-that ample time should be given to the 
verchant? otherwise he might be ruined, as we might have 
all our importations had been bocking baize. The 
ices On Which we claim was for twenty-five bales 
, eight bales bocking, and eight bales flannel. 
last, | have calculated the loss on three 
1é flannel, which were all of the same kind, 
Firet costin England, £167 
Duty paid by the new tariff. 
Bhipplng charges, exchange, ke 


to Congress Jast winter, the 


business with the full knowledge 


enh, ! 
two thvs 
blanket 
as nee my bale: 
low priced: 
&742 50 
832 00 
245 00 
=1,819 50 
1.250 00 


#569 50 


Sold then for 


Lost on eight bales bocking..... + $1,460 00 
Lost on three bales flannels 569 00 
2,029 00 


flannels and blankets it 
The amount we clatin 


The amount lost on the finer 
would be impossible to say exactly. 
difference of duty, $3,266.”’ 

UNDERWOOD. That is the party 
tatement, : 
Mr. SEWARD. = [tis; but it was submitted to 
» Committee of the House of Representatives 

“oor three ti Those W ho know 

a Lec tt would have 
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Is ti 
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sown 


mes. 
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Thomas 


statement. I will observe further, that 


papers were original) y submitted to the Com- 


these 
mittee on Comme ree in the House of Representa- 


ves, when Mr. Cambreleng was chairman. Ue 
ported a general law; but which was not passed. 
They were afterwards submitted, at two different 
sions, to the Committee on Commerce in the 
e, who reported a bill m favor of Mr. Leg- 
t; and those reports are here. The claim was 
first presented immediately after the transaction 
seurred. There was a reportin favor of it. Then 
here was a general law recommended, the parties 
expecting relief under that general law, when it 
shoul “ld have been passed, did not then press their 
laim. But they renewed it again before Con- 
vress; and it has been 
Repre time totime. Sothat the 
further axgeanans which was advanced by the hon- 
oral le enator from Virginia falls; which was, 
tat this $7 im has become stale, or ought not to 
haye due consideration, because it was not pre- 
sented in due season. 
Mr. BORLAND. 
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| understand, 


7 
Pious 


from 


sentatives 


TheSenator from New York, 
equity; and he says it ought to be allowed, because 
lividuals, under a prior law of Congress, 
ave been able to realize much more money 

that comme reial transaction than they have 
done under a subsequent law. According to my 
understanding of equity, if accounts are settled 
upon that prin tiple, the equity should extend to 
the Government as well as to the individual citi- 
zen, whether the parties are entitled to the advan- 


tage they would obiain under the operation of 


the principle. Now, have we ever had 
Congress, or does 


claim 
any one suppose that 
these individuals would come before Congress, 
if they had ordered goods under a high tariff, 
and received them under a low tariff? Take an 


before 
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no doubt at all as to the 


renewed in the House of 


bases this claim upon the ground of 


instance in the operation of the tariffs of 1842, 
and 1846: Suppose t un individual—as many un- 
doubtedly did—ordered goods under the tariff of 
1842, and did not int roduce them into the coun- 
try until the act of 1846 went into operation, 
which greatly reduced the. duties: would he, 
would any reasonsble man, have come forward 
and tendered to the Government the difference 
which he would have had to pay under. the tariff 
of 1842, while it was in force, and that which he 
actually did pay under the act of 1846? If weare 
to legislate in this way, equity requires tl hat if we 
yay back to an individual any excess which he 
ad to pay in consequence of the tariff being 
raised, we should also exact from individuals the 
difference between the amounts which they would 
have had to pay under a tariff in operation at the 
time the goods were ordered, und that in operation 
at the time they were brought to the country. 
Then, taking any series of years in the commer- 
cial operations of f this country, the balance would 
be in favor of the Government, because the tend- 
ency has been gradually, with occasional excep- 
tions, to reduce the rate of duti¢ ‘Therefore, in 
the long run, more goods will be found to have 
been ordered under a hich tariff, and come in 
under a low one, than were ordered under a low 
one and come in under a high The balance 
would be in favor of the Government. 

The honorable Senator from Virginia, [Mr. 
Hunrer,] while speaking upon this 
brought to my mind a speech delivered in the 
House of Lepresentative s the other day, and 
which is pr iblished, and laid on our desks, in this 
morning’s Globe; and | en the fucts it sets forth 
present a very strong case 'p unt. The Senator 
from Virginia sugge sted rds it there might be a loss 
sustained by another interest in this ¢ ountry by a 
change in legislation upon the subject of duties; 
that there might be a loss to the agricultural inter- 
est by raising the duties affecting their productions. 
Here is a case in point. Here is a table to which 
I would call the attention of Senators, which is 
very important in this view. 


one, 


subject, 


atives by Mr. Ranrout, of Massachusetts, in 
which he submits a series of 
effect of the tariff acts of 1842 and 1846 upon the 
prices of agricultural products for a series of years, 
1 will not go throt izh the whole of 


sented in the body of the speech. 
that the 
tions, 


tion of 


The loss 


! 
iosS On 


Itis here show n 
aggregate loss upon agricultural produc- 
for a series 
the tariff of 1842, was $126,340,639. 
on cotton alone was $89,661,531, 
tobacco was $16,786,15 7; the 
egetable food was $8,519,803; the loss on pro- 
visions and animal products was $4,373,108; 
the loss on other exports, estimated in part, 
$7,000,000; making a total of $126,340,639. 
Well, sir, if an individual who had ordered goods 
under a low tariff, and introduced those goods 
under a high tariff, has any equitable claim before 
Congress tor relief for the difference between the 
amount he would have had to pay under the one, 
and actually did pay under the other, would not 


loss on 


the agric ulturists have precisely the same equitable | 


demar id for this immense difference between the 
prices they would have received under the opera- 


tion of one tariff, and the low prices they actually | 


received under the operation of another tariff? I 
think no one can deny that. 
this country, so far as is presented by these tables, 
seems to be compel usating in matters of sort. Thus 
we find that, under the tariff of 1846, which was 
intended to do justice to the agricultural interest, 
which had been greatly dep ressed under the oper 
ation of the tariff of 1842, the prices of agricultural 
productions were brou; ch t up; and upon these 
same produc tions, for another peri iod of five years, 
there was a gain by the rise of prices, under the 
tariff of 1846, to the amount of $148,486,274. 


So the fact is, if an equitable settlement of ac- 
1 


counts is desired between the Government and its | 


citizens growing out of its revenue system, it will 
be, as it has been, most easily and certainly at- 
tained by general legislation. Such legislation, I 
am aware, has been and may 
fluctuating, but in the long run it will be as nearly 
equitable as it will probably be in our power to 
make it. No such legislation as this, therefore, 
is required to do justice to the parties, or to give 
them equitable relief. In the view presented, 
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The speech to which | 
| refer is one delivered in the House of Represent- 


tables, showing the | 


f the tab! és, but | 
merely refer to the tables marked A and B, pre- | 


of five years, under ee opera- | 


the 


But the legislation of 


again be somewhat || jurious to the citizen as though no notice W 
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aa legislation seems to have De sufie 
for the relief of the agricultural interest. and 
for leaving the settlement of accounts by. tween _ 
Government and merchants, and other 0} 
in the same mode and measure of reli ief, 
withhold special legislation, particula 

cases like this, tlte precise merits of which ; 
Senator from Virginia has very ¢ learly s thown 
not be ascertained, especially at so jo; a) 
after the transaction has taken place. 

Mr. RHETT. Mr. President, the ), 
taken | by the Senator from New York is, | 
peti tioner has lost money by the operation 
tariff laws. If the principle is good, I think 
apply to mostof our legislation. It is ne Xt to 
possible to make a law that will opera: 
upon all classes and all individuals in the e 
especially when you interfere with the 
the country. For instance; take the case of mak: 
roads. You set upa railroad: it is immediat 
followed by the dissolution and ruin of every 1; 
pike and canal that comes within the reach , 
influence; and in this way thousands ar. 

You set up a steam factory, and those who ma 
facture by water-power may be ruined. A fr, 
of mine purchased on the south side of th 
kansas river, sixty miles of land: we 

Texas into the Union, and he was a rui 

Itis impossible to lay a tax which dos 

unequally upon the producers of the cx 
you lay down the proposition, that, whenever 
taxation operates unequally, you are to conins 
sate the individual whom it affects, in onde Ftor 
him on an equality with all other citizen 

is impossible for you to lay a tax, without h 
brought before you for leg vislation, a larg 

€ laimants exactly like this case which the S 
from New York has brought forw ard. [fy 

au tax upon any particular production, you mus 
affect those engaged in it, and must operate 
them injuriously. Thus, if the principle which 
the Senator from New York contends for, be cor. 
rect, not only in this instance, but in almoat ex every 
other instance in which we legislate, affect 
material interests of the country, and espe: 

its taxation, must necessarily be followed i with a 
flood of petitions, to produce what he calls eq 
under the legislation of Congress. ‘The princi; 
upon which legislation always takes place is this 


Orn ta 
era 
4 d 
— 


rly 


ul 


The Legislature endeavors to legislate for the good 
of the great bulk and majority of the pe les i, 
although evil must necessarily be done to a port 
of the citizens, yet, inasmuch as greater good j 
done to the greater part, the law goes into effect 
and, c onsequently , in all the legislation afte 
the material interests of the country, it never | 
been pretended, and it is impracticable to attemp! 
do perfect equity to those w ho may sufferaunequally 
by the operation of such laws Therefore the 
broad proposition is not applicable simply tot 
tariff, but to all the legislation of ving ress; and 
the application which the Senator from New York 
has supported, it seems to me, ought to fil 
Mr. SMITH. I do not propose to discuss t the 
merits of this bill at any length. It seems to 
however, to be an extraordinary case, and on 
which we can grant relief without the violatio! 
any principle. It is totally impossible to make « 
change in the revenue laws of a country with: 
produci ing some degree of inequality in the opert- 
tion of those law S, and without doing some deg 
of injustice to this man or the other. In mos 
cases it would be totally impossible to ascer' 
whether the party who presents a claim \ 
kind had sustained any serious damage or 1)\\'y. 
Considerations, such as were adverted to by 
honorable friend from Kentucky, ‘Mr. . J NDEI 
woop,}] would come into view, and it would 
necessary to have regard to them in our de 
And in many cases, if we could say that 
had been some degree of injury sustai ined, 
be very difficult to ascertain the full exter 
injury, or determine what should be the mes 
of relief. . : 
Here is an extraordinary case, Mr. Presiden 
in which Congress, without giving any sufficient 
notice, or w hat may be termed an adequate notice 
in point of time, passes a law which is just — 
hate 
were given. Congress imposes suddenly, ‘ nd 
without available notice to the party, the mos 
enormous duties—duties which, by their operation, 
will take out of the pockets of these par esseres 
thousand dollars. Now, while I would not inte 








. doubtful or ordinary case, yet when we 


































































































€D Sufficien ose ated to us a case of this character, 
Sty and Ly iy. pearly & hundred per cent. in regard to 
 elWeen th, Wie ticles, and more than a hundred per cent. 
ler Operators * -d to others, is suddenly imposed, the party 
ty And Would ae no available notice, it does appear that | 
anty old ages is fairly entitled to come to Congress for 
* Which ve Nor dol think that the suggestion of 
’ Shown Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Unperwoop] is 
Ons & pe iled to any great weight when he says that the 
, ae ter might have added the duty to the price of 
ve ticles; for even suppose he did so, those ar- 
wane Nes 0 ht remain on his hands unsold. The 


‘ition of the duties to the original prices of 


ere add 


moods would not make them marketable. The 


3 NeXt to im. . : «. must sell according to the market price, and 
Fate equally tniee will unquestionably be regulated by the 
Me count slenons of demand and supply, which will 
e prope ~ be affected in their turn by the operations of 
Se ol >. ag it may be increased or diminished. 
aimed ‘Tore the market was made under a low duty, and 
t every turn. - bout any notice, while in this case, before the 
Peach vavtiog could receive their goods, the law was so 
are ‘anoed, aud such an exorbitant duty imposed 
ewhe sto amount almost to a confiscation of the prop- 
d A Iriend ry of the :mporter. 
€ of the Ap. yt. Mr. President, I did not rise for the pur- 
ve aamitte snce of discussing the merits of this bill at any 
a neiderable length, but chiefly to make an expla- 
n in regard to the tariff of 1842, for which I 
m votad, as a member of the House of Representa- 
% eve r ‘veg OS well as many other gentlemen who are 
ent ‘ow members of the Senate. Ordinarily, it will 
es » admitted on all hands, that revenue bills should 
Zens; e prospective; that a considerable period of time 
Lhout hay chould intervene between the passage of the law 
meee od the period at which it is to come into opera- 
| the Se : ion, in order that sufficient notice may be given 
~ 3 the mercantile community. I know that the 


f of 1842 was passed without any such pro- 
: vision, nnd of course it took effect immediately on 

whic} 3 1 by the Preside And. sir. the 
mroved by the resident. AN, sir, tne 





' ; son of that may be found in what is ordinarily 
AI OBt every ominated the compromise tariff—that of the 
ee | 44 of March, 1833. By the first section of that 
ny |, provision is made for the gradual reduction 
wed with g f duties in all cases where they exceeded twenty 
ri | se 


reent. ofthe invoiced value of the goods. Ten 
ner cent. was to come off biennially from all arti- 
m which a high duty was imposed, until all 
duties should be brought down to an ad valorem 
v 9 0G ftwenty percent. I will not say a word, sir, in 
ey rd to the wisdom or folly of such a law; but 





ile 2 < ? 

oak by iteverything was to be brought down to the 
: 4 lead level of twenty per cent. ad valorem. Then, 
ion a a ‘ T's E 
ore air, comes the third section of this law, in the fol- 
= never vine words: 
eer >. 3. And beit further enacted, That until the thir 
er-unequaiy tieth day of June, one thousand eight hundred and forty- 
herefore the two, the duties imposed by existing laws, as modified by 
imply tot this act, Shall reinain and continue to be collected. And 


es } 1 and after the day last aforesaid, all duties upon im 
Nsress; and rts shall be collected in ready money, aud all credits now 
1 New York wed by law in the payment of duties, shall be and are 
to fai hereby abolished; and such duties shall be laid for the pur 
pose of raising such revenue as may be necessary to an 
economical administration of Government; and trom and 


Cems vo me, ler the day last aforesaid the duties required to be paid by 


‘ 
discuss the 


, and one aw on goods, Wares, and merchandise, shall be assessed 
violation ot ipon the value thereof at the port where the same shall be 
>to make & entered, under such regulatious as may be prescribed by 


law 


‘try withou 
n the opera- 


some degrs 


So that by this section of the act of the 2d of 
March, 1833, there is a general provision that the 


> ing existing laws shall remain in force until the time 
to ascert specified. It then goes on in words of the future 
aim tense, and provides what shall be the character of 
Sea the subsequent legislation of Congress. Now, | 
| to by m know that it was considered exceedingly doubtful 
a Wins whether there was any existing law that would 
5 oleae authorize the collection of one penny of duty. 
Sy dea The then existing Administration, however, de- 
that the cided, that upon a proper construction of the law 
ed ih would the Government was entitled to collect twenty per 
tent of that ent., and no more. But this was regarded by 
he measure pembers Of Congress as being exceedingly doubt- 
‘ul—so doubtful, indged, that it was carried to the 

Presid Supreme Court; and that court decided that the 


1y sufficient React: which was given to the law by the 
nate petite Administration was the true and proper construc- 
. on, and that under the provisions of the law the 
Government was entitled to take twenty per cent. 
‘Yow, the law of 1842 was passed in such a form 
i to take effect immediately upon its enactment, 
and this, simply on account of the doubts and em- 
barrassments of members of the two Houses of 
Congress in regard to the then existing state of 


3 just as 
ce whatever 
denly, 

7, the most . 
roperatio! 
rties sever 


id not inter 






1952. THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


the revenue laws of the country, and was not wan- 
tonly passed in a manner to entrap and ensnare 
the commercial community, or to impose upon 
them burdens which ought not to be imposed upon 
them without due notice. 

Mr. President, I will not dwell further upon 
this subject, regarding the case as very extraor- 
dinary—one, in point of fact, amounting almost 
substantially to a confiscation of the property of 
this party by the Government of the United States; 
and entertaining this view of it | am prepared to 
vote for his relief. 

Mr. DAWSON. I have voted against meas- 
ures of this kind before, and I have dene so on 
principle. The act of 1842 went into immediate 
operation. ‘There were all the iron establishments 
of Pennsylvania, and other States of the Union, 
with a protective duty of twenty-five per cent., 
and with a large quantity of iron on hand—— 

Mr. COOPER. The duty was twenty-five dol- 
lars per ton. 

Mr. DAWSON. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania informs me that the duty was not twenty- 
five per cent. on the value, but twenty-five dollars 
on the ton; and now, I believe, it is reduced to 
seven dollars on the ton. ‘The operation of that 
tariff by which this was done, was destructive to 
that interest everywhere within our limits. They 
lost immensely by it. Many of the largest fur 
naces were closed, and their proprietors ruined. 
And what, sir, was the oceasion of it? What but 
the operation of our legislation here and in the other 
bganch of Congress ? If this bill is to pass on what 
is here called a principle of equity, would we not 
be compelled to go to the relief of those who have 
invested their capital under the laws, and who, by 
their sudden change, have sustained ruinous losses? 
Why should we interfere in favor of the merchant 

nd not in favor of the manufacturer? I am like 
ae Sen ator from Virginia, [Mr. Hunrer,] who 
hs told us that he thinks we cannot go properly 
into such a measure as this. If we undertake to 
epen a court of equity here on such a principle As 
is implied in this bill, in consequence of the loose 
character of our legislation, I do not think that 
this Government could meet the claims which 
would be brought against it. The friends of high 
tariffs usually pass these tariff laws for the benefit 
of particular interests. By changes from these 
high taritfs, these interests are subjected to loss, 


| sometimes to ruin—the manufacturing and agri- 


cultural more than any other—and if parties are to 
be compensated for losses accruing under these 
changes, then the agriculturist and the manufac- 
turer should be compensated, and, in many in- 
stances, we know that these losses are immense. 
I merely make this comparison with the view of 
showing that I am unwilling to vote for the bill in 
consequence of the enormous principle it involves, 
and to give us caution hereafter in our legislation 
to give suflicient time whenever we undertake to 


| alter a tariff, so that no injustice may be worked 


which ean be avoided. It is said that this is usu- 
ally done. True, itis; butit was not done in 1812. 
Now, to show the difference between the cases 
of the merchant and the manufacturer in these cases 
of sudden changes of a tariff, it should be remem- 
bered that the latter has*to invest an immense 
capital in buildings and machinery for carrying on 
many businesses which may be ruined any day 
by a change in the tariff. Hus business js thus de- 
stroyed, his machinery and buildings become 
worthless in consequence, and thus his whole cap- 
ital may be irrecoverably gone. Widely different 
is it with the merchant, whose market is only 
changed or modified, and who is seldom confined 
in his business to one particular kind of article 
| which may thus be affected. While, therefore, I 
would desire to vote in every case where equity is 
the foundation, I cannot do so inthisease. I can- 
| not vote for this bill unless the principle involved 
in it is to be extended to every interest which has 
| been affected by these changes; and to do so would 
| be ruinous to the treasury of the wealthiest coun- 
try under the sun. 
| ‘Mr. HUNTER. I move to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of this bill indefimtely. 
Mr. SEWARD. [hope the Senator from Vir- 
| ginia will withdraw that motion. 
A Senator. The motion is not debatable. 
The PRESIDENT. The Senator is wrong. 
The motion is debatabie. 
| Mr. SEWARD. Ihave buta word more to 
| say, and that is, that any one can see that to make 
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revenue acts prospective, is not only equitable but 


just; and that when they are not prospective they 


operate as a surprise; and when an act has been 
passed which is not prospective it produces a sm 
prise. It may be vindicated, perhaps, upon the 
ground of necessity. The act of 1842, then, is not 
applicable te the present case, because there was 
no necessity for thisact to take effect immediately, 


and so as to confiscate the property of merchants 


which had been « ontracted for in E iv” and a few 
months before. It is no answer to this to 
that another act was pass 1 which was made 
take effe immediate Y> and produced i € 


And in regard to the manner in whi 
is made, so far as it goes to show that ot 
have operated in a similar manner upon other 
teresls of society, lL submit that that is no answe 
It may be, possibly, that we cannot reach the cas: 
of the oppressive operation of a change of reve 


laws; itis enoughif wee reach this As 

law itis enough if As 1 
said, the passage of the act of 1828, without giving 
any notice before it went into operation, was unne 
cessary, and it operated as a surpriSe 


Mr. COOPER. If this were a hypoth 1 
case, a doubtful case as to the loss sustained 


the importing merchant, I certainly should not 
vote for it Sut I think the case rrasented by 
this bill is very different from the cases which uve 
been, or seem to have been, re rded a 10 

by the onorable Senator frony _Virgini Vir 
bit NTER] and the honorable Se nator fre \ 

sas, [Mr. Borvanp.] 

‘The increase of duties by Conger on foreign 
eoods is to benefit immediately the merchant, and 
for a very obviousreason. Ido not pretend 1 
sir, to enter into a discussion of the questi 
whether the mercantile classes of the community 
are benefited by hieh duties, or by duties ordinary 
in their amount and character upon imported 
coods; but I say the immediate effect of an in 
crease of duties is to benefit the merchant, and fi 
an obvious reason. The goods which the m« 
chant has on hand at the time—— 

{The honorable Senator was, et tl 
remarks, suddenly seized with veruugo, and w 


compelled to take his seat. | 

Mr. SEWARD. I move to postpone the 
ther consideration of the bill. . 

Mr. COOPER. I will not now proceed [am 
not able. 

Mr. CLARKE. I move that the question be 
postponed, in order to vive the honorable Senator 
from Pennsylvania an opportunity to present 
views on another occasion. 

The PRESIDENT. The questtor 


definite postponement. 


Mr. HUNTER. 1 withdraw that motion of 





eourse, if the Senator from Pennsylva 
it. I willagree thatit hall be laid overinforma P 
The BRESIDENT l‘o move to 7 
will be the same thing. 
Mr. HUNTER. Then I make that motion 
The motion was agreed lo, id the further co 
sideration of the bill was postponed to | 
next. 
{Mr. Coorek retired from the Senate Chambe 
but in a few moments returned to his seat 


remained in attendan during t 


RALEIGH AND GASTON RAILROAD Co. 
Mr. BADGER. There is a bill w 
“vl hw . 


ported y the Committee on F ince soi i 
like a fortnight or three weeks since, w L hie 
the Senate will indulge me in taking ' { 
sideration at the present time. Itisa bill to giv 
. credit to the Raleigh and Gaston Railroad Com 
pany on the payment of duties on their iron l 


mention as a reason for taking up the bill now, 
that it is to give relief to this company by extend 
ing the time for the payment of duties on tron 
imported by that company, and because it is a 
bill which differs from every other which is 1 
come before us. The iron is already ordered, a 
if the bill is to pass at all, so as toafford them a 
relief, it must pass immediately. I hope the Se 
ate will agree to take it up. 

The motion was_agreed to, and the Ser 
ceeded to its consideration as in Committee of tly 
Whole. 

The bill provides that the Secretary of the Treas 
ury be authorized and directed to extend the trme 
of the payment of duties upon all iron rails now 


| or hereafter to be imported by said company for 


ee 
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their use, so as to ma we in four 
equal annual installments, said installments to be 
reserved by the Postmaster General for the use of 


ee 


| 


the Treasury, out of any moneys which may be || 


due said company for mail service to be performed 
by them! It provides, further, that before the de- 


so deferred shall be secured by the bonds of the 
company, with good personal security to be ap- 


| signed his commissicn in the Army. 


GLOBE. 





l 

the service a certain length of time, and then re- 
He received 
his pension from the time he resigned his commis- 
sion, although he believed all the while that he 


_ was entitled, and as we think clearly entitled, toa 
livery of any portion of the iron rails, the payments | 


proved of by the United States district judge for | 


the State of North Carolina, and such authority, 
given in writing, to secure the reservation and pay- 
ment by the Post Office Department, as may be 


satisfactory to the Secretary of the Treasury, pro- | 


vided, that this act shall extend only to iron already 
imported, or to be imported within two years from 
lta passave, 

Mr. HUNTER. I feel bound to say, in rela- 


tion to that bill, that if there were any bill for which 


I would vote, either to extend the time for the pay- || 


ment of duties, or to remit them, it would be pre- 
cisely such a case as has been presented. But as 
it has been my habit to vote to keep the tariff of 
1846 inviolate, I shall vote against this bill. 


The bill was then reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 


third reading. 
SAMUEL BRAY. 


Mr. MORTON. It will be recollected by you, 
Mr. President, that some time since I presented a 


memorial to tlf Senate, numerously signed by the 


citizens of Apalachicola, in Florida, asking that 
relief may be afforded to Samuel Bray, the keeper 


of the light-house at Dog Island, for losses sus- | 


tained by him in a tempest on that coast, in the 
summer of 1851. ‘That memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and with commend- 
able promptness they have reported a bill for his 
relief for losses—I say for losses, | ought to say 

ecuniary losses, for some of his losses were 
Cited the relief of the Congress of the United 
States. That committee has promptly reported a 
bill, affording him a small pecuniary relief. Heis 
now ina destitutg and distressed situation; and if 
relief is to be afforded him, it should be done im- 
mediately. Lask, therefore, that [ may trespass on 


| widow of a 
know what 
|| while in the 


| what was his grade? 


the kindness of the Senate so far as to have this | 


bill considered now. 

Mr. NORRIS. 
the Calendar. There are other cases as important 
take up; and I can see no reason for thus mixing 
up the business of this body. We havea Calendar, 
where these cases stand in their order, and I hope 
the Senate will adhere to the Calendar, and not 
take up business out of its order. 


The motion to take up the bill was not agreed to. | 


IRA DAY. 


The PRESIDENT. The next bill in order is || being a special case, and without reference to any | 


It | 


the bill for the relief of Ira Day, of Vermont. 


I hope we shall proceed with | 


|| in the Army. 


has been read twice, and is now before the Senate | 


as in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. HUNTER. 


| there have been other special cases before. 
The honorable Senator from 


Delaware (Mr. Bavarp] desired to speak on that || 
question, and as he is now absent, I move that its || 


consideration be postponed till next Friday. 
Mr. UPHAM. This bill was postponed last 
Friday for the accommodation of the Senator from 


Delaware; but if it can be ascertained that the bill || 
can be settled next Friday, I am willing it should || 


be passed over. 


ally. 
MRS. E. A. MCNEILL. 
The PRESIDENT. The next bill in order is 


the bill for the relief of Mrs. E. A. McNeill, widow } 
of the late General John McNeill, and is now before | 


the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HUNTER, Is there any report accom- 
panying that bill? 

The PRESIDENT. There is no report. 

Mr. BORLAND. I will state that I reported 
that bill from the Committee on Pensions. There 
is no written reportin the case. We did not make 
a report, because we considered the case so plain, 
and one in which most of the facts were known 
to the Senate and the country, that a very little 


pension from the time of receiving the wound by 
which he lost his limb. Since his death, his widow 
applies for the arrears of a pension, due from the 
time he was wounded up to the time he resigned 
his commission in the Army. It is but to pay 
arrears from the time he lost his leg up to the time 
he left the Army. 

On the motion of Mr. BORLAND), the blank in 


| the bill was filled with the word ‘ thirty,” so as 


to make the bill read ‘* thirty dollars per month.” 

Mr. CLARKE, I should like to know why 
the committee put in the time so as to extend back 
to 1813? This gentleman was in the service till 
within a year or two. 

Mr. BORLAND. 
to my remarks, I think he would have understood 
the reason. It is to pay arrears of a pension from 
the time he lost his leg till the time he resigned his 
commission in the Army. 

Mr. CLARKE, 
ler. He was wounded in the knee. 
suff knee; but he had as many legs to be buried 
with as he was born with. I do not know why 
we should go back. He never asked it. 


Mr. BORLAND. He did consider himself en- 


titled to a pension from the time he was wounded || 
v He was pfut | 
| upon the roll only from the time he left the Army. | 


till he resigned. He did not get it. 


wounded, and lost his leg; but he continued in | in the battle of Chippewa. “ Afte 


If the Senator had listened }| 


I ber to say he never lost a 
He had a| 


But he always considered and asserted his right to | 


be put upon the pension roll, and his widow now 
reasserts that right. 
Mr. ATCHISON. 


this bill. I do not intend to make war upon the 


Army. 


Mr. NORRIS. He was a major. 


I do not intend to oppose | 


gallant officer, but I would like to | 
was the grade of General McNeill | 


Mr. ATCHISON. Atthetimeheleftthe Army | 


Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin. 
nel. 


That of a colo- | 


Mr. ATCHISON. He then received his full | 


| pay as an officer, of the grade he held in the Army, 
up to the time he resigned; and from that time for- | 


. : | ward he received his full pension. 
as that mentioned by the Senator, which we should || 


as a speceial case, but to adopt such a principleas 
a general rule, it strikes me would make a very 


| great inroad into the public Treasury of the United | 
|| States, to an amount of millions perhaps. 


it clearly understood that I vote for this case as 


principle whatever. [Laughter.] 
Mr. NORRIS said: If this is a special case, 


contend it is not a special case. 


Now, this is | 
‘an additional amount of pay; not an arrearage of | 

a pension, but an increase of pay while an officer | 
1 am perfectly willing to vote for it | 


I want | 





But I | 
I was in hopes | 


that this bill would have passed without objection. | 


Having introduced it into the Senate, it becomes 


| my duty, under the cigcumstances, to give some | 


The bill was accordingly passed over inform- | 


| reception up to the time of his death, is equally | 
i || attention and care which no other hand could «¢- 


further explanation of this bill, and to state the i 


grounds upon which I think it ought to pass. In 


doing this, sir, it is not my intention to enter into | 


a detailed account of the services of General Mc- 
Neill. 


grounds upon which this bill stands. 


A very brief summary will show the true | 


| That he was a brave, distinguished, and skill- | 
ful officer—that he received permanent and severe 
|, disabilities while in the line of his duty, in the | 


— service—is well known to every Senator 
1 


ere. That he suffered severely and almost con- | 


stantly from these injuries, from the time of their 


well known to every person who had intercourse 
with him. 

Sir, General McNeill entered the Army of the 
United States in March, 18]2, as a captain of the 


| 11th infantry—a regiment constituting a part of 


| January. 


the forces raised under the act of the preceding 
So meritorious was his conduct as an 


| officer, that he was promoted to the rank of major 


explanation would be sufficient to satisfy the Sen- | 


ate of its merits. It is carer to pay to the 
widow of the late General John McNeill, a very 
gallant officer in our Army, what we consider ar- 


in August, 1813. It is unnecessary for me to 
state to the Senate, here, that he discharged the 


| duties of his advance-rank with singular abilities, 


with distinguished credit to himself, and honor to 


! 
| 


} 


F 
i SO 20, 
rt a 
| gallant Colonel Campbell—eariy in = fall of the 
| the command of that regiment dey 
| General McNeill; and such was his braver - 
| military skill and daring courage on that a - 
| as to receive the applause and approbatio; ares 
| his distinguished compeers in arms, and for 
distinguished and gallant services on th 
| he received the brevet rank of lieuten 
Now, sir, only twenty days after—o, 
| the same month—a day which shed 
| nown upon American valor and Ame 
he led the same regiment to the bloody on, 
triumphant battle of Bridgewater. It was j,... 
| in the heat of the contest, while at the head of tk: 
column, urging it on by his example and by is 
| voice, in the face of a most galling and destruc Z 
| fire from the enemy’s battery, that he was str. 
in the right knee by a cannun shot, shattering »., 
rending it in the most terrible manner, and nearly 
severing the limb. From the effects of that won. 
General MeNeill never recovered. True, jie dia 
not lose his limb, as my friend from Arkansas 
| (Mr. Bortanp] supposes; but the knee wag po», 
| dered ever afterwards entirely stiff; and such wes 
the shattered and broken condition of the jin) 
that it was ever afterwards subject to a nevrale 
affection, pervading the whole System with the 
most excruciating suffering, and which finally yp. 
| dermined and destroyed his once herculeay ey». 
| stitution. For his gallant and distinguished egy. 
duct in this battle he was breveted a colonel, 

Sir, at the close of the war, such were the djs. 
tinguished merits and skill of General MeNoi) 
that, notwithstanding his injuries, he was retained 
upon the peace establishment as major of the 5: 
regfment. In 1818 he was advanced to the rank 
of lieutenant colonel of the Ist infantry. Again, 
sir, in 1822, when in command of the post a 
Chicago, while leading a detachment of his meq 
to the relief of a vessel in distress—having oy 
board supplies for his troops—he was severely ip. 
jured in the right arm, rendering that limb almost 
entirely stiff and greatly impairing its use, Ip 
1824 he was breveted a brigadier general for faith- 
ful service. In 1826 he was still further promoted 
to the advanced rank of colonel in the army. In 
1830, on the 23d of April, he resigned his commis- 
sion in the army; his constitution having been 
broken down and his health impaired by reason of 
severe sufferings from injuries received in the pub- 
lic service. From that time he has received a pen- 
sion from the Government for full disability. And, 
sir, I would here state that in 1815, as soon as the 
nature of his wounds would permit, he applied to 
the War Department to be placed upon the roll of 
invalid pensioners of the United States, under the 
contract that he alleged he had made with the 
Government when he entered its service. He 
made also an application in 1819. Upon both oe- 
easions his application was refused. And why, 
sir? Was it because he had not been seriously 
and permanently disabled while in the line of his 
duty in the public service? No, sir; for that was 
apparent to all. But he was told that the War 
Department had made a rule that no officer, while 
he retained his commission in the army, should 
be placed upon the roll of invalid pensioners. To 
that act, and against that decision, General Mc- 
Neill then, and ever afterwards, protested. He 
claimed that under the law of 1812 he had a right 
to be placed upon the pension roll of the United 
States from July, 1814. 

Sir, | have made this brief and true statement 
of facts to show the ground upon which this bill 
rests. This bill proposes to give arrears of pet: 
sion thus claimed by General McNeill in his lite- 
time to his aged widow, who is now in straitened 
circumstances, who for thirty-five years watched 
over and cared for the veteran with that soothing 
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minister. Sir, I will not invoke the sympathies 


‘| of the Senate—I never did such a thing; but il 


’ the country. On the Sth of July, 1814, his regi- | 
rears of a pension. General McNeill was severe- || ment constituted a portion of the forces engaged || uary-provides ‘‘that if any officer, non-comm* 


there ever was a bill in whic such feelings would 
| be justified, this is one. But, sir, I place this 0! 
upon the ground of his legal rights, upon the 
broad principle of the equity and justice in We 
case; and if 1 do not show the Senate that he's 
entitled to the pension, I will allow the bill to !", 
| so far as I am concerned. Sir, what was the cov 
| tract under which General McNeill entered the 
Army? 
The 14th section of the act of the 11th of Jar 
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1852. 


ned officer, musician, or private, shall be dis- 
gionet ‘ 


al led by 
his dutyy 


e Tee ) ” 
: pensioners of the United States. 


whole McNeill entered the army. Sir, this 
Tee passed in anticipation of a war with Great 
ytain. It was published to the whole country 
uy authority of Congress. And for what pur- 
sage wan it published ? it was published to in- 
duce brave and patriotic citizens all over the land 
,, enroll themselves In our army. _ It was in view 
of the provisions of that act—in view of the boun- 
ties and promises therein set forth, that thousands 
of brave men rushed to their country’s standard, 
and among them General McN eill, there to brave 
the dangers of war, and even death itself, in de- 
fence of their country's rights and honor. How 
did they understand this act? How did they un- 
derstand this language? Why, as every other 
unsophisticated and sensible man would under- 
atand it. They understood it to mean what it 
aid—nothing more and nothing less. _The lan- 
syage is plain, direct, and imperative. The con- 
ditions upon which the disabled soldier was to be 
placed upon the invalid pension list were plain 


Britain. I 


and unmistakably set forth. The claimant must | 


be an officer, non-commissioned officer, musician, 
or private; and must have been disabled, and that 


disability must have been inflicted while in the | 


eof his duty in the public service. 


all—all the conditions precedent; and I maintain 
that when they concur in behalf of the soldier, 


That was | 


that his claim to be placed upon the pension roll | 


ofthe United States is complete. It becomes an 


absolute right, a vested right, and the Govern- | 


ment cannot absolve itself from performing its 
nart of the contract without a gross violation of 
the rules of justice and plighted faith. 


Sir, | maintain—and with great confidence be- | 
fore this body—that the only legitimate inquiry | 
here is, does the claimant come within the de- | 
scription of persons named in the 14th section of 


that act? Was he an officer? Was he disabled ? 
Was he so disabled while in the line of his duty 
while in thé public service? If we have a right to 
go further than this, and place constructions and 
raise implications upon a law nowhere suggested 
in the law itself, so as to make the right to be 
placed upon the pension roll dependent upon em- 
ployment, profession, or occupation, whether the 
claimant be in the army or out of the army, where 
will you stop? What limits are there to all sorts 





. of constructions and implications which the Gov- 


ernment may see fit toraise in regard to their con- 
tracts? None, sir; none at all. 

Sir, ] maintain—it having been established that 
General McNeill was wounded while in the line 
of his duty in the public service—that it isa breach 


of the plid&ted faith of this Government to say to | 


him, ** Why, your right toa pension is not secure; 
it depends upon your profession, whether it be 
arms or civil life.’’ Sir, whence did such a con- 
struction arise? It has arisen, as I have suggest- 
ed, from the rule in the War Department declar- 
ing, ** that no officer, so long as he remains inthe 
army, shall be placed upon the pension roll of the 
United States.”” Sir, what is a disability, if that 
isatest? Why, by the provisions of that rule a 
disability is nothing more nor less than this: It is 
no matter how severely an officer may be wounded 
or disabled while fighting the battles of his coun- 
try—no matter if he has lost an arm, a leg, or an 
eye—no matter, though literally riddled from head 
to foot, if he only survives—yet his right to a pen- 
sion does not accrue to him. He must resign his 
commission in the army in order to make him a 
disabled man ! 

Now, sir, I am curious to know by what sys- 
tem of logic or process of reasoning a proposition 
80 monstrous as that, so unnatural inits character, 
tan be established? Am I told—for this is the 
only argument upon the other side—am I told that 
so long as a man remains in the array he receives 
/l his pay as an officer, and thereby is enabled to 


obtain a livelihood, although disabled, but so soon | 


as he resigns his commission he is unable to do 
So: Sir, this is presumption altogether—that an 
officer is not enabled to gain a livelihood, although 
disabled and out of the army. 

No doubt, sir, that this law did contemplate a 
Pension in the view that a disability would detract 
from the ability of an invalid to gain a livelihood. 

tue; but did ‘it contemplate anything more? Is 





wounds or otherwise while in the line of | 
he shall be placed upon the roll of inva- | 
That is the | 
it: that was the contract under which | 





that all that it contemplates? Are stiffened joints 
and shattered limbs nothing? Is a decrepid and 
deformed frame nothing? Are severe sufferings 
and pains nothing? Are all the extra expenses 
which every officer so disabled must incur, from 
day to day, nothing? 
Most sure- 
ly, sir, in my opinion—most surely; and the most 
material part of the disability. 

Sir, disability consists, in my judgment, as much 
in the deprivation of the enjoyments of life and 
the power of retaining property which an officer 
already has, as it does in the loss of physical 
strength and the power to acquire property. If I 
am right in this—and I should like to have this 
argument noted—then do not these disabilities 
apoly with equal force to an officer while in the 
army as it does while out of it? Is it the policy of 
this Government—was it ever its policy—to say to 
the brave and galiant soldiers of your army, so 
soon as you are wounded, so soon as you become 


| disabled in consequence of fighting the battles of 


your country, however desirable and important it 
may be to retain your services there, yet you can- 
not receive the bounties provided for the disabled 
and wounded soldier until you resign your com- 
mission and retire to private life? Are these brave 
men, in the face of an unconditional statute, to be 
thus told? I hope not. 

I will ask the attention of the Senate for a mo- 
ment to another view of this case. I have said 
that the rule of the War Department, to which I 
have alluded, has not been a universal rule. While 
it has been enforced in some cases most rigidly, it 
has been dispensed with inothers. The first class 
of cases to which | will call the attention of the Sen- 
ate is that of officers who were disabled in the war 
of 1812—who were dropped temporarily from the 
peace establishment, placed upon the pension roll 
of the United States, and afterwards restored to 
thearmy. 
class of officers, that having once been placed upon 
the pension roll, the Department does not feel at 
liberty to strike them off, and so they have re- 
ceived both their pay and their invalid pensions. 
I do not complain of that. Itis all right. They 


have received, in my judgment, nothing more than | 
But what | complain of is this: | 
that other officers, equally meritorious, who have | 


their legal rights. 


been disabled, and who have not been dropped 
from the army at all, have been refused pensions 
for their disabilities and wounds. My judgment 
is, that if this rule means anything, it should ap- 
ply equally to both classes. This construction of 


the statute—this rule—is either a legal and true | 
If it is || 
the true construction, then it is the statute itself, | 
and it cannot be‘suspended by the Executive ex- | 


construction of that statute, or it is not. 


cept by a violation both of law and duty. If it is 


not the true legal construction of the act, then it | 


is no part of it, is repugnant to it, and cannot be 
enforced without a like violation both of law and 
duty. 

I will call the attention of the Senate for a mo- 
ment to a case directly in point. It is that of the 
gallant Colonel Preston. I call the attention of 
the Senate to it for two objects: first, to show that 


Congress has interfered, and has granted arrears | 


of pensions in a case precisely similar to this; and, 
secondly, I refer to it for the purpose of showing 
that this rule, which has been construed one way 
to-day and another way to-morrow, which has 
given pensions to some disabled officers while it 


Does not the statute con- | 
| template these things as a disability ? 


__ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
i 
| 








The Department says, in regard to that | 





has refused them to others, was claimed by the | 
Executive to be nothing more nor less than an ex- | 


ecutive regulation, not necessary to the original 
pension law, but a regulation which the Execu- 
tive could atany moment suspend. Colonel Pres- 
ton was an officer in the same war as General 
McNeill. 
He continued in the service until the army was 
disbanded, June 15, 1815. 


He was wounded in November, 1813. | 


He was allowed by | 


the Department his invalid pension from that time, | 


but was refused it from the time he was wounded 
until the time he left the service, because, in the 
first place, he was an officer in the service, and 
received his pay as such from the time he was 
wounded, in November, 1813, to the time of his 
discharge, in June, 1815; and, in the second place, 


because he had made no —— for a pension | 


until after his discharge. e appealed to Con- 


gress to pay him the invalid pension for the period | 


intervening between the time he received 
wound and the time he left the service, although he 





his | 


| 


| period when he quit the army. 


had received full pay as an officer during the same 
pene. What did Congress do? On the lth of 
July, 1832, they passed an act, the sixth sec- 
tion of which provided for his relief. What was 
the decision of the War Department thereon fully 
appears in a correspondence which took place be- 
tween the then Commissioner of Pensions and the 
head of the War Department—the latter officer 
being my distinguished friend, the present Senator 
from Michigan, (Mr. Cass,} which I will read, 
because it goes to show that what I have stated in 


i regard to this rule and the whole case is true: 


War DerartMenr, }? 

Pension Orrice, Junucry 3, 1833 ‘ 
Str: The act of l4th July, 1832, chapter 260, seetion 6, 
directs the Secretary of War to place the name of J. P. 
Preston on the invalid pension roll,as an officer of the 
late war, and to allow him the amount which would have 
been due him bad he made his application at the time he 
received his wound. In November, 1813, when Colonel 
Preston was wounded, the practice of this Department was 
not to allow a pension to any officer while in the service. 
If Colonel Preston had, there’ore, at that time applied, he 
could not have obtained a pension, agreeably to the existing 
rule, unless he had first resigned his commission, in which 
case the pension would have commenced at the time of his 


} resignation. 


Upon the principle adopted by the Department, Colonel 
Preston’s pension was allowed trom the time when his pay 
as an officerceased. The Colonel remained in the service 
till the army was disbanded, on the 15th June, 1815, from 


|| which period his stipend has been paid 


JAMES L. EDWARDS 
Hon. Lewis Cass. 


To this letter the Secretary of War replied as 

follows: 
Department oF War, January 3, 1833 

In the case of Colonel Preston, presented by Mr Mason, 
[ am of opinion that the pension aliowed by the act of Con 
gress of July 14, 1832, should commence from the day Col 
onel Preston received his wound, and in this opinion the 
Attorney General coincides. From the phraseology of the 
law, itis evident to me that Congress considered the day 
of the disability as the proper period for the commencement 
of the pension. He is allowed “the same amount which 
would have been due to him had hé made his application 
at the time he received his wound.”’ If the practice of the 
office, which did not allow the granting a pension to an 
officer while in service, could control the above provision, 
the period fixed by the legislature would be inoperative and 
useless. 


{I call the attention of the Serfate to this portion 
which | shall next read, to show that I have 
stated this matter correctly :] 


That practice was not required by the original pension 
law. IJt was a matter of Executive regulation, and might 


| at any time have been dispensed with by Executive author- 


ity. If Congress had intended it should have been ad 


| hered to in his case, the provision would naturally have 


been, Colonel Preston should receive his pension trom the 
The reference to an ear 
lier period must have had some meaning; and the only 
rational construction [ can put upon the clause is, that Col- 
onel Preston’s pension should commence when bis disabil 
ity commenced—the object of the act being clearly to dis- 
pense with the application, and to fix itself the ime from 
which the pension should be drawn. 

It may be added that, subsequently to this time, instances 


| oecurred in which pensions were granted to officers of the 
} army while they continued in service. 


LEWIS CASS. 
Here is the verification of all I have said: that 
the rule has not been an invariable one, but that 


| it has been adhered to and suspended at the Ex- 
| ecutive discretion. 


But | have said enough upon 
this point to show that this case is precisely in 
point, and that the rule has been vacillating and 
not uniform. A few words more, and | have 
done. 

I contend that this bill ought to pass, upon the 
ground of even-handed justice. contend that 
disabled officers of the army should be placed 
upon the same footing as the gallant and disabled 
officers of the navy. Can any reason be as- 
signed why a pension should be given to the offi- 
cers of the navy from the date of their wounds, 
and not to the officers of the army? The same 
rule, I believe, applied to officers of the navy and 
army prior to 1837, when Congress passed a law 
for the benefit of wounded and disabled seamen. 
By the second section of that act of March 3, 
1837, it is provided— 

“That the pensions which may have been granted, or 


| which may herea(ter be granted, to officers, seamen, and 


marines in the naval service, disabled by wounds or in 

juries received while in the line of their duty, suall be con 

sidered to commence from the time of their being so dis 

abled; and that the amount of peusion to which said officers, 
seamen, and marines may be entitled, shall be regulated 
according to the pay of the navy, as it existed on the first 
day of January, 1815.” 


Under this law, the officers of the naty drew 
pensions from the me they were wounded, though 
they held their commissions in the navy, aud 
drew full pay during the same time. 





. 


Then, I contend that this bill ought to pass as 
n measure of even-handed justice to the officers of 
the army. ‘They should be placed upon the same 
footing, when wounded and disabled, as the offi- 
cers of the navy are. No reason, it strikes me, 
can be assigned why it should not be so. 

J have now given a brief explanation of this 
bill, and have assigned the reasons why | think it 
ought to pass. I hope it will meet the universal 
epprobation of the Senate. 

Mr.CLARKE. I have listened with attention, 
and I confess with gratification, to the remarks 
made by the honorable Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. I cheerfully add my testimony to the eulo- 
rium which he has passed upon the bravery of the 
distinguished officer, General McNeill, to whom 
he has alluded, and whose services have 
made the subject of debate, and form the grounds 
of the bill which is now before the Senate. There 
1s no doubt that General McNeill entered the ser- 
vice in 1812, for the war with Great Britain. There 


ts no doubt that he was a gallant 


peen 


meritorious 
officer; that he was upon the frontier in the hour 
pe rhaps of the vreatest trial that our troop: had 
upon the frontier and in the war, and that he was 
there wounded. I had the 

him in 1826, and from his own mouth, and from 
i personal acquaintance I had with him, I drew 
all the information I possess in regard to him, ex- 


cept that which was | 


yl 
and 


pleasure of meeting 


tne 


efore the public at large 
evineing his character as a gallantand meritorious 
officer. At the battle of Bridgewater, he received 
a severe wound, It was in his knee. THe lost no 

How long he was kept from his duty by 
that wound, 1 am unable to say. When I met 
him in 1826, the disability occasioned by it was 
of the slightest descripti n 
the personal energy and activity of General Mc 
Neill; and when | saw him, « xcept that the joint 
was stiff, I believe there was ho inconvenience ex 
perienced from his wound. At the 
ceived it, he was a major in the service 
afterwards promoted to a lieutenant ci 
then to a coloneley, and subsequently, a 
stand the Senator, he received the 
adier general. 

When I saw him in 1826, at Detroit, 
dence of my friend from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] 
on his way to Green Bay, under some 
charges that had been preferred arainst him as 
commanding officer at Green Bay, to take his trial 
before a court-martial. Tle was then in perfec 
health, and with as much of the vigor of man- 
hood as any gentleman I have seen in my li 
He remained in the service, receivine his pay and 
emoluments, until, [ believe, 1830, or 1831. | 
think it was 1830. He received pay as a major, 
hen as lieutenant colonel, then as colonel, and if 
he was breveted brigadier general, he p: 


] 
en, 


Very few men had 


il meley, 
T under- 
erade of brig 


the resi- 


he Was 
fe. 


obab! \ 
received pay, if in a separate command, acc 


yrding 
to his brevet. 


In 1830—or it may have been 1829, 
my memory is not retentive enougn to be confi- 
dent of the exact date—he resigned his commis- 
sion in the Army, because he had received the ap- 
pointment of surveyor in the port of Boston. | 
believe he did not resign his commission in the 
Army from inability to perform its duties; but be- 
cause the ee which he received was more 
luerative anc | 

he held in the Army. The surveyorship of the 
port of Boston netted him, | suppose, $6,000 a 
year. He retained that office during almost the 
whole of the balance of his life. In 1840, when 
agother Administration came in, he may have been 
superseded; but he was again reinstated, and re- 
mained there during the rest of his life. Has the 
country been ungrateful to General McNeill? I 
admitall his services. I admit he was a brave and 
gallant officer. But he received all his vay during 
the whole time of his service in the Army. He 
resigned his commission in the Army because he 
received a more lucrative appointment in the civil 
service of the Government; and he received the 
emoluments arising from the performance of his 
duties in the latter capacity during almost the 
whole balance of his life. 

The honorable Senator from New Hampshire 
puts the claim of General McNeill upon the 
ground that there was a contract proposed by the 
Governyent, and binding upon it, in 1812, when 
he enlisted in the Army of the United States. If 
that be so, itis a claim of General Me Neill him- 
self against the Government, for such a pension 
as he should have been allowed from the time he 


more to his taste than the position 


TH 


E CONGRESSIONAL GI 


received his wound in the service of the country 
until the time of his death; but it forms no ground 


GLOBE. 


— 


| 


whatever for dating and carrying back the pension | 


to his widow from the time of his decease to the 
time he received his wound. I understand, also, 
that he did receive some portion of his pension 
from the Government of the United States. ‘The 
only question, then, is, whether it should have 
been a larger allowance from the Government than 
it was, or whether the allowance made by 
Government was right? 

Mr. NORRIS. Do I understand the Senator to 
say that General McNeill received any pension? 

Mr. CLARKE. 1 understood the Senator 


| its title, and referred to the Co 
| Whole on the state of the Union, 
be printed. 


| introduced in this manner. 


| consent, it was 


from New Hampshire to say that he had received || 


wmMe allowance. 
Mr. NORRIS. 

stood me altoge ther. 
Vir. CLARKE. 


| pay and emoluments during that time. 


He received no pension. 


fil I am 


Then the Senator misunder- | 


If he did not, he received his | 


for providing for the widows and children of those | 


who suffer in the service of their country. If this 
bill provided that the widow of General McNeill 
should receive a pension from his death, in con- 
sideration of his services, | should have made no 
objection to it; but when it provides that thirty 
dollars a month shall be allowed from 1813 to the 
present time, | think it is extraordinary——— 

Mr. BORLAND. 
from Rhode Island, that the bill provides for the 
payment of the sum of thirty dollars per month, 
not from 1813 to the present time, but from 1813, 
when General McNeill received his wound, to 1830, 
when he went out of the service. 

Mr. CLARKE. Then | misunderstood the 
provisions of the bill. If it provides as the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas has stated, it is simply to give 
to his widow what would have been due him from 
1813 to 1830 under the construction of the law 
which the Senator from New Hampshire has giv- 
en. AmTrightin that? Is there nothing more? 

Mr. BORLAND. There is nothing more in 
the bill. 


\4f 
vil 


CLARKE. 


¢ 
LO 


Then the question comes 
down 


1812: whether he was entitled to a pension, in 
consequence of his wound, from the time he re- 


ceived it up to the time he resigned his commission | 


inthe Army. Is that all? 

Mr. BORLAND. That is all. 

Mr. CLARKE. Then 1 have nothing more to 
say. [am perfectly satisfied that this provision 
should be made. If was in error about the bill. 
My 
continuance of a pension, dating as far back as 
from 1813, to this time. If it is only foran allow- 
ance 
MeNeill from 1813 to 1830, [ have no objection 
to it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
the amendment wasccncurred in, and the bill was 


fered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


ENGROSSED BILLS PASSED. 


ore 


time and passed: 
An act extending like’ privileges to those con- 
ferred by the act entitled ‘* An act allowing draw- 


the rightful construction of the act of 


I would state to the Senator | 


impression was that it was a provision for the | 


which should have been made to General 


back on foreign merchandise exported in the ori- | 


ginal packages to Chihuahua and Santa Fé, in 
Mexico, and to the British and North American 
Provinces adjoining the United States,’’ approved 
March 3, 1845, to foreign merchandise exported 
to Mexico by certain indicated routes. 


An act for the relief of the Raleigh and Gaston | 


Railroad Company. 
And then the Senate adjourned until Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Fripay, February 20, 1852. 


‘The House met pursuantto adjournment. Prayer | 


by the Rev. L. F. Morean. 


TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. | 


The SPEAKER. 


The first business before the | 


House is the consideration of the bill for the relief | 


of the heirs of John Jackson, which was reported 


from the Committee of the Whole on last Friday, || grossed and read a third time, and having bee 


with a recommendation that it do pass. The 
question now pending is, Shall it be engrossed 
and read a third time? 
DEFICIENCY BILL. 
Mr. HOUSTON, by unanimous consent, re- 


| 
| 
' 


} 
} 
i 


| consent, it was 


| the House to introduce a resolution 
the || 


| Sen., for the purpose of referring thein to the Seng 


‘ 
__ Feb. 29 
ported from the Committee of Ways . 
a bill to supply deficiencies in the coe 
for the service of the fiscal year ending 30th Tee 
1852; which was read a first and second time by 


Mmittee of th, 
and Ordered ), 


> 


Mr. DOTY. lask the unanimous consent 


D " of inquiry, 
Mr. OLDS. I shall feel myself called on ¢¢ ol 
ject to every resolution which is attempted to \., 


: 
{0 he 


On motion by Mr. DUNHAM, | 


*Y UNanimMoys 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw ¢ 


files of the House the papers in the case of John Chamber 


Ate, 
On motion by Mr. BEALE, by unanimoy, 
consent, it was 
Ordered, That the papersin the case of George W, Jac) 
son be withdrawn from the files of the House, and te . 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. ; 


On motion by Mr. AVERETT, by unanimo 


FO the 


5 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the 


| files of the House the papers in the case of the hei; 


| Lieutenant James Conway, for the purpose of filing 
with his application before the Virginia Legislature. 











| files of the House the papers in the case of James L 
| ston, for the purpose of laying. therm before the proper Depart 


files 


| bills now on the Speaker’s table, wh 


them 


On motion by Mr. BRIGGS, by unanimoy: 
consent, it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from te 
Ving 
ment. 


On motion by Mr. CHANDLER, by unap. 


’ 
| mous consent, It was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the 
gf the House the papers in the case of Susan Randall, 
for the purpose of reference in the Senate. 


On motion by Mr. FLORENCE, by unan. 
mous consent, it was 
Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the 


| - 5 Pr . 
files of the House the papers in the case of Thomas Plana. 
| gan, for the purpose of reference in the Senate. 


On motion by Mr. MOLONY, by unanimous 
consent, it was 


Ordered, That Jeave be granted to withdtaw from the 
files of the Hlouse the papers in the case of Russell Bates, 


| for the purpose of reference to one of the Executive Be. 


partinents. 


On motion by Mr. MOLONY, by unanimous 


consent, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Arthur MeMullin 
be withdrawn from the files of the House and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. EDGERTON. I move now that the rules 


| be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 


into Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 

endar. : 
Mr. DANIEL. I will suggest to the gentleman 
that it will take but little time to dispose of the 
#, were re- 


ported to the House on Friday last. 1 hope they 


| will be passed. 


Mr. EDGERTON. Then I will withdraw my 


a. 2) > : _ . || motion for the present. 
The following engrossed bills were read a third | 


JOHN JACKSON, 

The SPEAKER. The question now pending 
is on the engrossment of Huuse bill No. 95, tor 
the relief of the heirs of John Jackson. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, and having been engrossed, 


was read the third time and passed. — 
Mr. FOWLER moved to reconsider the vole 


just taken by which the bill passed, and to lay the 


motion to reconsider on the table; which latter 


| motion was agreed to. 


GUSTAVUS A. DE RUSSEY. 


The SPEAKER. The next business in order 
is House bill No. 96, being a bill for the relief o 
Gustavus A. De Russey, late an acting purser |! 
the Navy. Upon this bill the Committee of the 
Whole have made an amendment to reduce the 
compensation as acting purser from $514 to $36. 
The question now is on concurring with the amend: 
ment of the Committee of the Whole. 

The question was taken, and the House col 
curred in the amendment. 

The bill as amended was then ordered to be en- 


engrossed, it was read the third time and 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I ask the unami- 
mous consent of the House to introduce a resol 
tion. 


Mr. OLDS. I am compelled to object. 
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